
Plant Physiology
BI1281, 20150.2425
 7.5 Hp
Pace of study = 100%
Education cycle = Basic   
Course leader = Charles Melnyk 

Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2024-11-26   -   2024-12-17 
Answers 16
Number of students 39
Answer frequency 41 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 7
5: 6
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 4
5: 10
No opinion: 1



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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 4
5: 10
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 1
5: 14
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 2
5: 11
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 1
5: 12



No opinion: 3

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 2
5: 12
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

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: 16 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 3
5: 10
No opinion: 2

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

 
Answers: 16 
Medel: 32,4 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 2
26-35: 8
36-45: 4
≥46: 1
No opinion: 1

Course leaders comments
Background

The BI1281 course is a 7.5hp second-year introductory course to plant physiology. 40 students registered for the
course in 2024 of which approximately 1/6 come from the 3+2 year agronomy program (Food Sciences) and the
others from the three-year biology and environment program. The course lasted 5 weeks and evaluation involved
two lab reports related to the laboratory part of the course (2hp) and one final exam related to the written part of the
course (5.5hp).

This is the sixth year I am the course leader for this course. Response rate for this year was 35% (14/40) which was
lower than the previous four years (45-60% response rates in 2020, 2021, 2022 and 2023). Students were asked
several times, both in person and via Canvas, to provide feedback however the response rate was low. It's unclear



why the response was so low this year compared to previous years, perhaps students felt that their opinion was not
needed (which is the opposite! Opinions are needed). Future years should aim for a higher response rate.

Changes in the course content and structure compared to last year

The 2024 course was run similar to the previous year but with some modifications made to take onboard feedback
from the 2023 evaluation:

A new discussion session was added to go over the lab reports and lab questions
Written exams were now replaced by Inspera digital exams so that students could write answers more easily,
get feedback from teachers more easily, and view their marks and answers to each question via the SLU
Inspera system
The lab compendium was revised to make lab instructions clearer and lab reports easier to write
2 new teachers took part in lab teaching
The course schedule was modified to have less lectures in one day in response to feedback from 2023
The 2022 and 2023 exams were gone over at the discussion sessions in detail with more time provided to
answer questions
The discussion sessions were lengthened to allow more time for the biotechnology discussion

Question(s) with clearly higher marks in this year's evaluation compared to last year

No question scores in the 2024 evaluation were much higher than the 2023 evaluation.

Question(s) with clearly lower marks in this year's evaluation compared to last year

Question 1. ” Mitt helhetsintryck av kursen är.”

The 2024 course scored 4.2 compared to the 2023 course scoring a 4.5. This was slightly lower. A couple things
could have influenced this. Firstly, the course was much bigger this year compared to last year (40 students vs 32;
an increase of 25%). With a large class size comes a challenge of accommodating individual students and making
things more inclusive, welcoming and open for discussion. Secondly, due to the course starting on Allhelgonaafton,
the labs had to start on day 1 which made connecting the lectures with the labs more challenging. Finally, students
this year had a low opinion of the final exam. More effort needs to be made to better set expectations of the students
for the exam and to explain why the exam is set a certain way (more details below). The new digital exam format on
Inspera was also not that popular which may have contributed to a lower score. 4.2/5 is a good course score for 40
students, but there is room for improvement.

Question 3. ” Mina förkunskaper var tillräckliga för att tillgodogöra mig kursen.”

The 2024 course scored 4.4 compared to the 2023 course scoring a 4.8. The course learning objectives and content
remained the same, so it's possible that previous courses are giving students slightly less material and students feel
less well prepared.

Question 8. ”Examinationen/-erna gav mig möjlighet att visa vad jag lärt mig under kursen, se lärandemål.”

The 2024 course scored 3.7 compared to the 2023 course scoring a 4.3. Several factors might have been
responsible for this. Firstly, the exam was written on the Inspera platform which for the course organizer, teachers
and most students, was their first experience. Overall, it was popular with some students but also unpopular with
other students. This polarizing nature of the exam could have contributing to some low scores. The exam room was
also quite cold leading to some complaints. Secondly, students found questions either too broad or too narrow. This
is difficult to control, however, extensive practice exams and discussion sessions were provided but not well
attended. Lastly, the evald evaluation closed the day before the final exam marks were out. The overall exam scores
were very high in 2024, the best in the past five years, with a high number of “5” and low failure rate. So although
the students found the exam hard, they did excellent on it. Perhaps if students had seen their scores, it would have
changed their opinion of the exam in hindsight.

Question 10. ”Jag anser att kursen har berört ett genus- och jämställdhetsperspektiv i innehåll och praktik (t. ex.
perspektiv på ämnet, kurslitteratur, fördelning av taltid och förekomst av härskartekniker).”

The 2024 course scored 4.0 compared to the 2023 course scoring a 4.4. The course teachers in 2024 had a similar
gender balance compared to 2023, and emphasis was made on this. Teaching techniques were similar so it's unclear
why the score was slightly lower.

Course leader's comments

This year, the course was taught in person with a very similar format as the previous year. The course was given an
overall score of 4.2/5 compared to 4.5 in 2023, 4.6 in 2022, 4.4/5 in 2021, and 4.3/5 for 2020 which was slightly
lower than scores from the previous years. Students were positive about the labs, the course introduction, the
discussion sessions and the teachers. Several issues were raised with the course including labs that were too much
work, lectures had too much information and exams question were either too narrow or too broad. Several students
did not like the Inspera digital platform. Students numbers also increased a lot in 2024. With some changes to the
2025 course, I think these issues can be improved. Overall, I was happy with the course and felt the students had a
very good learning environment and they performed very well on the exams and lab reports.



Suggestions for changes in the next course, based on this year's course evaluations:

Changes I plan to make for 2025 based on these recommendations:

Change the course schedule so that labs start a bit later in the schedule to allow more lectures before to help
better introduce the labs
Better prepare students for the online/Inspera exam format
Update the lab guide/compendium to help students with statistics
Consider making discussion sessions compulsory so that students attend and benefit from exam review,
which would likely improve their understanding of why and how exams are structured. Current attendance to
discussion sessions is very low so many students do not benefit from the exam preparations
Encourage lecturers to have questions at the end of the presentation, and to provide these on canvas with
answers. Questions should include specific questions and have a similar structure to questions on the exam
Encourage lecturers to have online quizzes with smart phones
Have lecturers give a summary slide with the most important learning outcomes from each lecture
Encourage teachers to make their exam questions more broadly covering the lecture material. Prepare
students that exam questions can be either broad or specific
Emphasize the purpose of the labs earlier and more clearly to the students

Charles Melnyk, course leader

Uppsala, 14 January 2025

Student representatives comments
I want to emphasise that only 16/40 students did the course evaluation, and only a small portion of those students
left comments. So my final evaluation is very likely to be biased as a result of that. We should have put a greater
effort into encouraging more students to fill out the form, I personally did very little to encourage it.

With that said, those that did fill in the evaluation really liked the course! The majority of the standard questions had
an average score above 4.0, some having scores of 4.9 and 4.8, which is really good. The students expressed that
the course excelled in communicating with the students; that we were quickly notified of any schedule changes, that
general information was very easily accesible through the course compendium (which I want to emphasise was very
well compiled), the lecturers were open to questions, they responded to email quickly, the learning goals and reading
instructions from each lecture was clearly communicated, and the majority of lectures also included study questions.
Some other notable positives are that the course was very well planned and structured, we appreciated being able
to go to the greenhouse for the labs and although nobody commented about the labs my impression was that most
students enjoyed it!

The major complaint that was lifted in the evaluation was of the exam. Some students didn't like writing a digital
exam, others felt that some of the exam questions (such as question 2a) were too detail focused. Regarding the
course compendium, one student told me that they would have appreciated more hints/instructions on how to do a
students' T-test for the resource allocation lab (mostly how to input it in excel, i.e the T.TEST function). Reason being
that the biology students haven't had their statistics course yet so they made a big mess of calculations because
they were confused by the tutorials.

That's all I had to mention. The course leader did a fantastic job organising the course and the lecturers showed
great enthusiasm in their lectures!

Kontakta support: support@slu.se - 018-67 6600
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