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Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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2. |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.
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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).

100

Answers: 7
201 Medel: 4,0
Median: 4

procent

&

|
aRhwh
NNN OO

No opinion: 1

: . . 1|

1. | completely disagree 8.l completely agree Na

opinion

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).



100

Answers: 7
a0 Medel: 4,0
Median: 3

procent

Al
~o-0co0o

] e
o T T
1. | completely disagree 8.l completely agree Na
opinian
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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13. 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

In my opinion as the course leader, the course has shown good success. The students demonstrated enthusiasm
and were pleasant to work with. However, it is important to note that the overall number of registered students was
low, resulting in low attendance, which occasionally hindered the learning environment.

When evaluating the course, it is worth mentioning that the results from last year's 12 standard questions showed a
similar score of 3,9. The response rate for the course evaluation reached 87%, which was an improvement
compared to the previous year.

Lectures:

Feedback suggests that the course lectures were very well-received. However, there were some comments
regarding the need for more time dedicated to discussion during or after the lectures. Additionally, some students
expressed concerns about the varying difficulty levels of the lectures, with some being too advanced while others
were too basic. | will address these issues with the teachers and work on improving these aspects for the next year.

Group exercises:

The inclusion of student presentations in the group exercises was highly appreciated, as it provided an opportunity
for constructive feedback and improved presentation skills. The students found value in critically evaluating the work
of their peers. The exercise questions included in the group exercises were also well-received, and students
requested even more time to be allocated for them.

Lab work:

The laboratory exercises received positive feedback overall. However, we encountered difficulties with the cell
cultures used for the experiments and faced a shortage of lab assistance, which posed challenges during the labs.
To address this, | will ensure that an adequate number of lab assistants are available next year and include backup
experiments as a precaution.

Overall course organization:

Students expressed satisfaction with the course organization and found information easily accessible. Nevertheless,
concerns were raised regarding low attendance, particularly after the Easter holiday. Suggestions were made to
schedule most lectures before Easter and include additional hand-in exercises or focus on lab reports during that
period. | will take these comments into consideration when planning the schedule for next year.

Stefanie Rosa (Course Organizer)

Uppsala, 15 June 2023



Student representatives comments

The course recieved as a whole 3,9 in rating, with a range from 3,7 t0 4,7.

There are some thoughts about having multiple tutors resulting in a mix of teaching approaches and different
presentation layouts.Theres appreciation for all lectures, but also alot in favor of more group excersises and
discussions, possibly more during lectures. Specific comments about the lectures:

The ones on plasmamembra + plantcells could contain some more information/advanced info, since some part can
be seen as repetitive (ground level). While the presentations on cancer and cell death were precieved as too
advanced and too specific regarding reaction pathways.

The laboration was seen as a bit confusing, in result of being quite the new type of laboration (new concepts), and
the lab report being written from "imagination".

Because of the "easter break" there were low attendance at some lectures. The schedule could perhaps have been
adapted to this if expressed by the students. Resulting in a compaction of the schedule, and a added hand-in
exercise or focus on the lab raport during that period.
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