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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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



 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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



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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 6
5: 4
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: 12 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 25,0 
Median: 16-25 

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

Additional own questions

13.   Do you think the final exam is too easy or too hard? If there is anything that might help you perform
better in the exam or understand the course material better, please write it in the comments. 

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 1



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

14.   Which part in the course (any section, module, lecture....) did you benefit from or learnt from the most?

14.   Which part in the course (any section, module, lecture....) did you benefit from or learnt from the least?

14.   Is there any specific part of the course that you want to KEEP OR CHANGE?

14.   How frequently do you attend the non-mandatory lectures? Please feel free to provide any additional
comments on the lectures, including whether you find them helpful and any suggestions for improvement.

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

Course leaders comments
We appreciate that a greater number of students participated in the course evaluation this year, resulting in a higher
response rate compared with the previous two years.

Based on feedback from both teachers and students over these three years, substantial revisions will be
implemented in 2026 concerning the course modules, intended learning outcomes, and grading criteria. For
example, the final examination will be moved from the period before the Christmas holidays to the end of the course
in January. This adjustment will enable improved planning of the examination, grading process, and re-examination.
In addition, the original modelling section will be reduced due to overlap identified by some students in the
Skogsekonomi programme. As students from other academic backgrounds also attend the course, modelling
components will instead be offered as guest seminars or supplementary lectures.

The course leader, Ke Zhang, would like to apologise for the miscommunication regarding the re-examination
arrangements. In future iterations of the course, information about re-examinations will be communicated clearly at
the beginning of the course.

There was a significantly higher number of international students enrolled this year compared with previous years,
which may have contributed to a broader range of perspectives. The course is primarily designed for the
Swedish-based Skogsekonomi programme; therefore, the teaching focuses on insects and fungi most relevant to
Swedish forestry, as well as important global diseases, globalization, and climate change. In some modules,
however, some content relates specifically to Swedish applications and case studies. Consequently, certain
materials were initially available only in Swedish; English versions were subsequently provided and will continue to
be made available in future course offerings. The course leader will also discuss this matter with the new teacher to
further improve accessibility. International students remain warmly welcome to attend the course.

Some students mentioned their evaluation of the gender and equality aspect to the teachers. Some of the lower
scores may be due to the gender distribution of the authors of the reading materials. While the primary focus in
selecting materials has been academic relevance and suitability, greater consideration will be given to this aspect in



future course planning.

Students expressed diverse opinions regarding the examination format and questions. Sample questions have
always been provided to clarify the expected format. From next year onwards, examinations from previous years will
also be made available to support students' preparation.

Responses to the additional questions indicate that students benefit from different components of the course. We
regard this diversity of perspectives as positive, as students' interests naturally vary. At the same time, areas for
improvement have been clearly identified, and we will continue to develop the course in response to this feedback.

Student representatives comments
Overall, the students' impression of the course was generally positive, with an average rating of 3.5 out of 5 and a
median of 4. Many students described the course as interesting and rich in relevant information, indicating that the
content was perceived as meaningful and engaging. A clear strength was that the course content was largely seen
as well aligned with the intended learning outcomes, which received a relatively high mean score of 4.0. However, a
recurring comment concerned the modelling section, where several students felt that the objectives were unclear or
insufficiently connected to the rest of the course.

Most students considered their prior knowledge sufficient to benefit from the course, reflected in a mean score of
4.1. At the same time, some students—particularly those without a background in forestry production or
management—noted that the course lacked an introductory overview, which made certain parts more difficult to
follow. This suggests that while the course works well for students with relevant background knowledge, it may be
less accessible for others.

Course information was generally regarded as accessible, although some students experienced uncertainty
regarding seminar preparations and re-examination dates. The learning activities overall were considered supportive
of learning, but language inconsistency emerged as a major issue. Several students highlighted that a mix of
Swedish and English in lectures, slides, and course materials created confusion, particularly for international
students, and negatively affected their exam preparation.

The social learning environment was rated very positively. Students emphasized that discussions were open,
respectful, and inclusive, especially regarding environmental topics. However, language barriers again limited full
participation for some students. The physical learning environment and facilities were largely satisfactory.

Assessment received more mixed feedback. While some students felt the exam level was appropriate, many
criticized the exam questions for being unclearly or overly complexly formulated. Students also requested more time
during the exam, clearer expectations regarding answer length, and more example exams. Several suggested that
exam questions should be available in both English and Swedish.

Excursions, laboratory work, and sections on insects and fungi were consistently highlighted as the most valuable
and rewarding parts of the course. In contrast, seminars and the modelling component were most frequently
mentioned as less beneficial, often due to unclear purpose, repetition, or insufficient guidance.

In summary, students appreciated the course content, discussions, and practical components, but identified clear
areas for improvement, particularly regarding language consistency, clarity of objectives, and examination design.
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