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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-11-26   -   2025-12-17 
Answers 9
Number of students 14
Answer frequency 64 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 1
5: 8



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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: 9 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 27,8 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 4
26-35: 3
36-45: 2
≥46: 0
No opinion: 0

Additional own questions

13.   The course introduction lecture provided me with all information needed for the course (teacher
Magdalena Bieroza).

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0



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

14.   The fieldtrip and field measurements day was useful and relevant to the topic of the course (teacher
Magdalena Bieroza).

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

15.   The literature discussions were useful in understanding the course topics and preparing for the exam. 

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

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

16.   The individual essays, group work and presentations were useful for gaining a better understanding of
water quality challenges in specific regions.

 
Answers: 9 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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

17.   What was the best with the course?



17.   What could be improved in the course?

Course leaders comments
As a course leader, I think SLU should make these evaluations obligatory to get a representative feedback of the
courses. From the 14 students just over the half responded here.

Some interesting suggestions emerged from the students' feedback and will be incorporated in the next years:

- More focus on group work (and models) and remove the conspectus part,

- Canvas structure to use modules and assignements instead of pages and links,

- Teacher's questions to articles, request to submit answers before the discussions,

- Better linkage of the individual courses to the learning objectives,

- Group work/literature discussions to use rooms with a group set-up if possible (ask SLU room service if these are
available) rathter than a lecture rooms,

- Providing a better linkages between individual lectures,

- Requesting ppt presentations to be uploaded by the teachers prior to the lectures,

- Field trip to have a more concrete task for the students to achieve (e.g. measuring water quality or flow) but the
restriction here is the timing - usually in November it is cold and high flow,

- Make the evaluation criteria for the practical components of the course clearer (field work, group work, discussions)
also how individual assessment of the group work is conducted. These elements are graded pass or fail.

One aspect that is continously difficult to address is the scope of the course and individual course elements - these
are tailored towards students who have some background in the topics but not necessarily studied them before. This
can create a feeling for some students that the topics are not new while others have not heard about them before.
Similarly, most of the research conducted by the teachers come from Sweden, so Sweden is the focus of the course.
But the water quality challenges and solutions discussed are universal and this is continously reiterated during the
course. It is the students themselves who bring the international aspect to this, and these perspectives come through
clearly during the lecture and group discussions.

Student representatives comments
 No comments from the student representatives 
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