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Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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No opinion: 0

| 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.

100
Answers: 10
a0 Medel: 4,5
Median: 4
= 1:0
s 2:0
S 3:0
= a :
* 4:5
5:5
No opinion: 0
o T | T
1.1 completely disagree 5. | completely agree Mo
apinion
4. The information about the course was easily accessible.
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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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12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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If relevant, what is your overall experience of participating in all or part of your course online?
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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

Course leaders comments
Teachers' comments SLU LB0121 — 2026

The students raised important concerns, and we will try to answer each one of them below. This course is a
collaboration between SLU, NMBU in Norway and HU in Helsinki and with students of the three universities. In the
first part of this document, we will answer to the students' comments and feedback from the SLU student evaluation
of the course. In a second part, we will give our overview on how the course worked this year.

First section
1. Overall impression of the course

A student is sceptical of student-based learning, arguing that while it's resource-efficient and fosters collaboration, it
risks students misleading each other without strong teacher guidance.

About this, the course has quite detailed instructions for every course module and for every task. There are also
quite detailed instructions on how to give comments/feedback to each other. Teachers were available during the
whole course to respond to questions; their emails were visible on the home page of the course. However, we
appreciate this feedback and will further continue the improvement of instructions.

Another student feels the course isn't truly about agroecology as a discipline or political project but instead uses an
agroecological system as a loose framework for meta-learning. This results in an unfocused mix that lacks
engagement with contemporary social science, especially theories of power.

This could partly be true (the course not only being about agroecology); though the course is clearly classified as
Agricultural Sciences; and its engagement with current social sciences literature or methods is not deep. We will
update the course presentation in the web page, making it clearer what this course is about.

Another student mentions that although the course is well-organized and responsive, its ambitious concept ultimately
falls short due to outdated literature and a weak approach to interdisciplinarity in agroecology.

We will update the course literature accordingly.
2. | found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.

To learn more about how we learn has been a red thread during this course and that was made clear during the
course introduction and throughout the course.

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

We are glad to hear that in spite of comments on the confusing instructions, the students felt the course was easy to
follow and gave a high score in this question.

4. The information about the course was easily accessible.

We appreciate this feedback; we have now improved the instructions in one of the modules to make them clearer for
the students. All questions from students were answered quickly either by the course leader or the module responsible.

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

For clarification on the text of this question, as part of the student-centred model of this course, we don't have live or
recorded lectures.

About the depth of using the tools in this course and inconsistent guidance around them; within this fully online 7,5



credits course running at 50% it is difficult to offer more than an introduction to the use of the tools. There were
instructions and readings for the use of each tool, though as mentioned above, we are working to make them clearer.

About group work, that represented only 30% of their final grade.

Regarding Wilson, we have had that feedback before; we have taken time to look for a replacement, however, even
if outdated, this is the only text that addresses systems thinking in agriculture with the approach we focus on this
course (e.g. Kolb's learning cycle). We will continue looking for an updated literature; in the meantime, we will be
clearer to students on which pages of Wilson to read.

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

We are glad to know that students gave a high score in this aspect. Regarding the student comment, we are aware
that group work over internet might be challenging.

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

Here, more than 50% of respondents did not express an opinion, and those answering did not find the physical
learning environment that satisfactory. The comments here refer mainly to the online nature of the course
(questionable, uncertain) and group work over internet. As mentioned above, 70% of the final grade in the course
was based on individual work. Without more responses, it is difficult to know how and what to improve.

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

As learning is a central part in this course, we will continue focusing on the learning reflection part essay, and we are
exploring the possibility to include a middle term quiz or test based mainly on agroecology. One hinder in this fully
online course is how can we assess their knowledge in a safe way avoiding the use of Al.

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

The sustainability aspects are a red thread along the course. Economic aspects of sustainability are emphasized
depending on the background of the group members. Along the course we try to connect the case with the SDG's
through the different tasks. Finally, to clarify, this is not a course on sustainability perspectives or critique.

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).

Six students did not have an opinion on this question. As this is a fully online course with not much direct interaction
between the teachers and students, it is difficult to evaluate this question. We don't have specific readings on gender
and equality included in the course reading list, and this is something we could include for next year's course.

11. The course covered international perspectives.

The students did not think the course covered enough international perspectives when we had only a Norwegian
farm case. In previous years, we have used farm cases from Uganda, Ethiopia, Nicaragua and this year we chose to
use a farm case from Norway. We will use other farm cases in the future.

An overlooked fact embedded in this course is the collaboration between SLU, NMBU and HU with teachers and
students from NMBU and HU interacting with SLU students. Some of the NMBU and HU students this year are
originally from Morocco, USA, South Africa, Ethiopia and Argentina; while two of our SLU students come originally
from Mexico and Greece. Teachers come originally from Norway, Sweden, Ukraine and Nicaragua. The fully online
nature of the course allows for students and teachers around the world to collaborate and learn.

12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
Students seem to have spent about 50% of time in the course, which seems about right.
13. If relevant, what is your overall experience of participating in all or part of your course online?

The opinions varied here, from disappointment to satisfaction on the course structure and organization. Some of the
questions have been answered above.

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

We appreciate the positive comments on the course structure, communication and organization. We will keep what is
working well and improve what is not working so well.

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



We appreciate the feedback and suggestions here. Some of them we have already been commented above. About
delivering assignments in other formats (video, audio, Power point, diagram, etc), we have mentioned (maybe not
clear enough) that students might deliver in other formats if they prefer so, but we will make this clearer, so students
feel more comfortable using their preferred way of working. For the group work, we will also suggest the use of some
digital tools mentioned by students. Information on how to work with Zoom exists in the student web from the
different universities.

Second section
1) Administration, organization of the course and modules

The organization and administration of the course worked very well. We started with 34 students and ended up with
23 students (11 students from SLU, 7 from HU and 5 from NMBU).

From SLU, there were 141 students applying to the course; however, we could not take more than the 23 that were
originally admitted as we also have students from NMBU and HU. For next year, we plan to be more direct and
contact all SLU admitted students much earlier.

2) Overall impression

The teachers were satisfied with the student's work during the course. As usual, we were strict with students who did
not follow the instructions or deadlines, especially during the first modules. SLU students had a high dropout
percentage (from 23 registered to 11 ending the course, about 48%).

Most students worked very well in their groups, although one group ended up with only three students at the end.
We have the impression that we are moving forward with the course, improving the literature, instructions and
content. This is shown in the good results of the different modules and final grades. All students passed the course.
3) Level of difficulty

We have different teachers responsible in the different modules and topics, and that has worked very well. It is
always a challenge to contribute both with width and depth in such a broad course.

We have made substantial improvements in the instructions, making changes according to the students' feedback.
Module 6 has been particularly challenging, and even with the changes there is still some work to do to improve the
instructions. The preferred or most liked modules are 2 and 4.

Most did well on their final assignment; for SLU and NMBU, it is compulsory to deliver a half time reflective essay
where we give individual comments to their work, and this has worked well.

We have perceived that it has become easier for the students to work on their assignments compared to previous
years. However, there is always room for improvements. We will continue the revision of all instructions, with
examples and updating the literature.

4) Objectives of the course syllabus

The overall course objectives and content have been made more visible in the course web page, and during the
course introduction, avoiding confusions about the course content. We explain what this course is, and what is not.

5) Contribution to critical thinking

The discussions in the groups, the peer feedback and the assignments showed a high degree of critical and
independent thinking, as well as good level of commenting between students and/or groups.

6) Learning about systems thinking

The course approach is based on systems thinking, which has received interest by many students. We will continue
with the same approach in the next years and try to include some updated literature on systems thinking in agriculture.

7) Communication between students and teachers, students and students, teachers and teachers

Communication between students and teachers was good. We have a “Help Desk” for every module, where we
encouraged students to post their questions. Some other just sent e-mails via Canvas to the course leader. We
encouraged the students to ask more as some students don't ask even if they don't understand the assignment or
the course content.

At the end of every module, the teachers gave a general feedback to the whole group, and this was well appreciated.
We sent them an individual feedback in module 2 and group feedback in modules 3-6.

For group communication, students prefer to use e-mails, Zoom, Whatsapp or Google documents for collaboration.



As teachers, we kept meeting every week, at the end of every module, with discussions not only on course
organization and evaluation, but also on content and future improvements. These teachers' meetings are
fundamental for the good development of the course.

8) Opinion to the case studies

This year, we had a farm case from Norway. In general, the students appreciated the case study and considered it
is a very good learning tool for this course.

The one thing that could be revised in the case studies is the gender perspective, altering the references to the
farmer as a man and to the women as a wife, when we have two farmers on each farm (even if we are not focusing

on human ecology, gender has an important part in systems thinking). We will include some comments on this in the
corresponding instructions.

Student representatives comments

No comments from the student representatives
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