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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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



 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 0
5: 7
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 0
5: 7
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 5,0 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 5
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: 8 
Medel: 5,0 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 0
5: 7
No opinion: 1

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 1
5: 7
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 24,3 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 2
16-25: 0
26-35: 5
36-45: 0
≥46: 0
No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 1
5: 6
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

Additional own questions

16.   I have learnt a lot about urban ecology and sustainable development in the course.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

17.   I have a deeper understanding of interdisciplinarity and working with people with a different background.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

18.   The structure of the course with different course modules worked well (introductory days, theme weeks,
seminars, project work).

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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

 



19.   The format of this online course facilitated social interactions with teachers and students.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

20.   If relevant, check-in time with course leaders was an important resource during the course.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

21.   I found the introductory days useful for getting an overview of the course and getting started on
interdisciplinary work.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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

22.   The lectures during the theme weeks assisted my learning.



 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

23.   The assignments during the theme weeks contributed to my learning and understanding.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

24.   The seminars assisted my learning.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

25.   The course literature was relevant and covered the topics of the course.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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



26.   The in-depth project work contributed to my learning within a subject area.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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

27.   The jigsaw project work aided my training in working across disciplines to sustainably develop urban
green spaces.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

28.   The popular science assignment aided my learning about explaining a problem to the general public.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

29.   Group project assignments worked well during the course and facilitated my learning.



 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4.5 

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

30.   What were the three best things about the course?

30.   What were the three things you would strongly recommend to be changed in the course?

30.   What would be your advice for developing the course in the future?

Course leaders comments
We gave this online course the third time in 2024. We had 20 registered students in the course and 13 of these
were active during the whole course. Students had a broad range of backgrounds from biology to landscape
architecture and represented multiple nationalities. Eight students, i.e. 62% of the active students, filled out the
course evaluation. We also collected information in an oral evaluation at the end of the course. Regarding the
discrepancy between the number of registered and active students, our experience over the three years the course
has run, is that some students come in with expectations of that you should be able to combine the studies with a
job or other commitments, presumably because this is an online course, and therefore they drop out. For the
majority of students taking the course the work load does not appear to be too heavy (26-35 h). 

The general impression of the course was graded 4.1, which was a slight (0.1) improvement of last time. Positive
comments included diversity of topics, the various course components such as lectures, seminars, group
assignments and the social learning environment. In the previous course, the students commented that the various
assignments were too overlapping. We had tried to reduce the overlap this time, and this had improved for most
students. According to the course evaluation, most students valued the strong focus on interdisciplinarity (grade 4.6),
which is part of the course syllabus. The student representative has, however, captured that some students
considered the focus on interdisciplinarity to be too high, which may have been put forward by students not
responding in the online evaluation form. We could think about bringing up that the students that have more
experience of interdisciplinary work could share this knowledge with the other students. Sustainable development
aspects were judged to be well covered. However, a suggestion was to include some more aspects of financial
sustainability such as cost and cost-effectiveness in relation to planning and management of urban green spaces. 

A comment concerned that the attendance of the lectures was sometimes low and that we could motivate students
to come to lectures by e.g. following up with quiz questions. We do feel, however, that we want students to take
responsibility for their own learning and we already organise several ways of learning in mandatory assignments,
seminars and projects. We could potentially consider making lectures with external teachers mandatory to boast
participation when we invite guests. 

The examination tasks – in-depth project, jigsaw project, and popular science text seemed to function satisfactory.
We are particularly pleased to see that the students valued the jigsaw project, that we have worked hard on
developing from the start of this course. While most students valued these longer tasks, a few students asked for
lectures to be spread out over the course. A great suggestion could be to try to involve municipalities in the in-depth
project. We involved the popular science teacher slightly more this year, but it appeared that students would like her
to participate even more.

Some students found it hard to find information on Canvas, and this was also lifted as the major issue with the
course by the student representative. One comment was that it was difficult to find information when it was spread in
different documents and in different folders. We received a similar comment last year and had therefore spent time
reorganising the Canvas page. There was a slightly (0.2) higher grade this year. One student commented that it was
good when we had created canvas groups for one group assignment. To further improve the organisation of the
Canvas page, we could consider using the available template tool. We could also try to reduce the number of



documents with instructions and make canvas groups for all group assignments. 

Learning on distance was generally evaluated as favourable, even though some students commented that group
discussions were sometimes a bit quieter and students hard to contact for group work. The students appeared to
value the opportunity to contact us teachers during the weekly check-in time. One suggestion for improvement was
that teachers should inform students about technical responsibilities, such as using a headset and a computer with a
good internet connection, to facilitate communication on zoom. Since we started the course, we have now more
students present in the area even though some students are still based in other parts of Sweden or in other
countries. One student suggested to include possibilities for physical meetings in Alnarp or hybrid lectures, which
could be something to consider. The student representative had the great idea that the weekly check-in meetings
could be given both online and on Campus.

Student representatives comments

Students overall had a positive experience of the class, with a few major challenges, the biggest of which was
confusion in navigating course structure.

Lectures were generally well received—good variety and interesting topics. Students appreciated the breadth of the
topics covered. One student opined that many of the lectures were surface-level without much depth or technical
content. There was a huge emphasis on interdisciplinarity in the course which many students didn't find very
interesting or useful, as masters students, many of them already work in this space and are familiar with the
dynamics at play. There were some comments on how financial sustainability was not covered and how this is
particularly relevant to real-world decision-making scenarios. However, gender issues and international perspectives
were well-covered.

While the assignments themselves were well-received, students had a hard time finding things in Canvas and
navigating multiple overlapping group projects. Instructions were in multiple different places, e.g. a preview of an
assignment vs. the actual full instructions. Group projects put a big administrative burden on students who were in
different time zones with different schedules to coordinate and meet across multiple concurrent group projects. As
far as the schedule, there were two distinct phases, with the first half heavy on reading and seminars and the second
half almost entirely group work. Students said it would be nice to spread things out a bit to keep a steady pace throughout.

Generally students felt like they were in a safe environment conducive to their learning. There were some difficulties
commonly associated with an online course like technical issues with connections and microphones, which is normal
for a distance course.
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