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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 26,0 
Median: 26-35 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,4 
Median: 3 

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

Course leaders comments
We teachers, feel rewarded by the fact that this year the course has received grade 4.2 for the criterium “general
satisfaction”, that is the highest grade over entire history of the course. One should, however, take into account that
the number of students taking the course (only nine) was unusually low. Therefore, it is difficult to judge whether the
amendments/measures implemented in response to the previous year students' feedback did a good job or not.

While the feedback we received from the students this year was rather scarce, there are two points in the students'
responses worth considering to further the course.

Students have had a split opinion about virtual lectures. Since some teachers prefer to lecture in class, while
others virtually, on-line, the next year' course can actually combine both types of lectures.

1.

The students' seminar is an important part of the course, where we give students a chance to present big
questions in biology, with a special emphasis on biochemistry. The students are graded publicly, based on the
content of the presentation and its quality. Since public grading may be awkward to some students (as it was
this year) we will turn to anonymous grading of the seminar from the next year.

2.

Student representatives comments
Overall, the students were very positive to the course, giving it a 4.2 out of 5. They also thought that the information
was easily available, and that the content of the course was relevant to its goals. There was a slightly lower grade
for the social environment (3.8), but no comments on it. The exams also received mixed grades (average 3.8) with
one student commenting on the seminar, saying they felt it being graded on how the students presented, rather than
what they said. The student also criticized that the grading was published unanonymously. The course also received
one criticism for interruption of female presenters.

On average, students spent around 26 hours on the course and 80 % of the students were neutral to the fact that
parts of the course were held online, while the other 20% thought it worked very well. The students thought that it
being online was more dynamic and they thought the lectures and pre-recorded videos worked well. On the other
side, other students thought the lectures worked less well and felt the flexibility was worse online.

The answering frequence was 55%, but considering there were only 9 students attending the course that means that
only 4 students did not answer, and it is difficult to get everyone to answer.
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