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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 3,4 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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



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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 3,4 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 3,3 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 3
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: 7 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 31,7 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 1
26-35: 3
36-45: 2
≥46: 0
No opinion: 1

Course leaders comments
 No comments from the teacher 

Student representatives comments
Since some parts of the course team are not swedish speaking, this course evaluation will be in english.

To summarize, we think that the course in general was okay. Unfortunately the course was not the best fit for us
food science students as many of the topics mentioned in the course were already covered by our previous courses



(mostly cellbiology and biochemistry), some students felt that the course was just a repetition of that. The course
schedule could also be greatly improved, all students expressed some frustration with the schedule. The lectures in
general were well recieved, however lectures 1, 3 & 5 could be improved as almost all students struggled with them.
The population genetics lab was not well recieved, many students said it was a waste of time after leaving the room.

Schedule & Co-reading 

As mentioned in the summary, all students were frustrated by the course schedule at some point. Most of it was that
the schedule was never updated, and that it was poorly adapted to the length of each lecture (the majority of morning
lectures ended an hour early). The lunch breaks were also unneccesarily long, which in combination with the
lectures ending early resulted in lots of unavoidable dead time. We also had some schedule conflicts with the course
that we were co-reading with (cellbiology, genetics & microbiology), the schedules were not properly synchronized
with each other. One day the lecture (Lecture 12) started a full hour later than what was shown on our schedule. We
also felt that our course was kind of 'forgotten' during the co-reading, the lecturers commonly forgot to upload their
presentations and other material to our Canvas page and we were not properly informed about the first group discussion.

We were not informed that we were supposed to read several articles as preparation for the ethics of genetics group
discussion until the day before while the other course were informed on day one. Additionally, we would have
preferred if the ethics discussion was shorter because most of us were done with the discussion after like 15 minutes
and then just talked about personal stuff to fill the time. Most groups also just repeated the same things they had
discussed before the group mixing, leading to a very brief discussion and lots of dead time afterwards. I have also
heard that the complementary assignment for the ethics group discussion required way too much time and effort
because of all the required reading and different perspectives.

This is unrelated to the schedule, but it was unclear how the högskolepoäng were distributed throughout the course.
We couldn't see how many HP the different parts of the course (lab, literature project and exam) would equate to in
the course's ladok page, this is something we have been able to see in all our previous courses.

Course content

The content of the course itself has mostly been a lot of repetition for us food science students, this was especially
true with lectures in the first two weeks (though this was a blessing for most of us due to other activities). We would
personally have preferred if the course skipped most of the initial lectures and became shorter or alternatively
included other topics instead. But the lectures themselves were pedagogic, well structured and easily digestable.
However we all struggled with lectures F1, F3, F5 as they were difficult to follow and so information dense that we
didn't really understand what we should focus on and study for the exam. We think that these three lectures could be
improved if they were refined on a few topics instead of briefly introducing large subjects before moving on to the
next one. Though I can't confirm this, one student noticed that these lectures covered almost everything in the
related chapters from the course book, and that's just too much for a two hour lecture.

The group exercises and practice questions were very appreciated. I have only heard minor complaints from
students that would have preferred if the group exercises were structured so that we get to try answering the
questions in our free time first and then have a thorough walkthrough of the solutions right away rather than having
us solve the questions in the first hour. Some students felt that there were not enough practice questions for
population genetics. There was some frustration with the answer sheets sometimes containing errors, this was
particularly worrying for some students because there were errors in the answer sheet for our practice exam.

We enjoyed doing the DNA extraction lab! Unfortunately the same can't be said for the computer excerise we had.
Although we were having fun playing with it, many students expressed that it was a waste of time after walking out
the room. One student mentioned that they learned more from watching a 10 minute YouTube video. I don't know
what could be done to make it more educational, but it's clear that changes need to be made. My personal proposal
would be to include more real life examples of migration, bottleneck effects, genetic drift, etc. instead of just looking
at the simulations so that the concepts become more relatable.

We were not big fans of the literature project, it felt like a project that was just there to fill in empty spaces in the
schedule. We would have appreciated some kind of feedback on our finished projects, some students felt that they
were not rewarded for the effort they put into their project. Yet, most students were happy with their finished
litterature project.
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