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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2026-05-31   -   2026-06-21 
Answers 5
Number of students 22
Answer frequency 22 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

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

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



 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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



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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 3 

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

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 32,0 
Median: 26-35 

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

Course leaders comments
 No comments from the teacher 

Student representatives comments
This summary is based on five written evaluation responses as well as feedback from the final course day. With an
overall rating of 3.8 out of 5, students viewed the course positively and described it as a valuable learning
experience covering data assessment, GIS-based analysis, 3D modelling, waterscape analysis and flood modelling.



Students highlighted the logical course structure as a strength: Each week built on the previous one and prepared
students for the next assignment. Course information was well communicated and easily accessible through Canvas.
The variety of tools introduced throughout the course - including ArcGIS Pro, CityEngine, PluvioFlow, SCALGO and
StoryMap - was welcomed, as was the inclusion of external lecturers and the CityEngine workshop. The combination
of individual and group work was seen as a benefit, since students with different prior knowledge and skill levels
could support each other. Several students also noted that attending the ADLA course beforehand was a very
helpful preparation. The sustainability aspect received the highest rating of the evaluation (4.3/5): Students
recognized the focus on impact assessment, nature-based solutions, blue-green infrastructure and planning for
different climate change scenarios as a strength. The final project was seen as a great opportunity to bring together
all new skills and demonstrate what had been learned.

One suggestion was to include more theoretical input and lectures alongside the practical exercises. Some students
also wished for more time during the final project phase, though it was mentioned that the workload was
manageable (spending 32 h/week on average on the course). While the variety of tools was found useful, students
thought that clearer step-by-step instructions would help when working with so many different programs. Additionally,
students suggested strengthening the practical knowledge by including more blue-green infrastructure examples - for
instance from Länsstyrelsen - and by inviting city planners from Lund or Staffanstorp to share how they approach
urban development in practice.

The physical learning environment received the lowest average rating (3.0/5). Students reported that some
computers struggled to run the required software. The air quality in the computer labs decreased quickly when the
full class was present, and the Wi-Fi in Stallet was slow for those working on personal laptops. While this is a
university-wide issue rather than something specific to the course, it noticeably affected the learning experience.

In contrast, the social and inclusive learning environment was rated positively (4.0/5), with students describing
lecturers and supervisors as respectful and supportive. Group work was experienced as better than expected. At the
same time, a few students suggested that including more female lecturers could help break existing stereotypes, and
that groups should be more mixed in terms of gender to ensure balanced group dynamics.

Overall, the course was well received, and students valued its practical approach and learning outcome. The
summarized suggestions aim to build on the existing strengths of the course and further improve it for future students.
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