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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

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



 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 3,1 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 39,0 
Median: 36-45 

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

Course leaders comments
The course has been grading with 4. Though we are satisfied, there are many things that should be improved.
Main challenge is to balance the working load throughout the course. As the student suggested, to make a better use
of the week after Eastern would certainly help, as it would give the opportunity to start earlier, and in a more relax
manner, the lab work. Lab work could be better organised to avoid the occurrence of unnecessary waiting time.
Communication has been also and issue. I always sent messages to the student as soon as some changes in the
schedule happened. But agree, communication could have been better.



Student representatives comments
Of the 19 students registered for the course, 8 students responded to the course evaluation.

Overall, the course received positive feedback, with an average rating of 4.0 out of 5 for the overall impression of the
course. Students found the course interesting, educational, and varied, with lectures, study visits, laboratory work,
and different exercises. The social learning environment received particularly positive feedback, with an average
rating of 4.6. Students generally felt that different thoughts and opinions were respected.

Students felt that the course content was clearly connected to the course learning outcomes (4.3). Overall, the
students' prior knowledge was considered sufficient, although some students felt that the crop production/crop
management components included a lot of new information within a short period of time.

A clear area for improvement was the course information, which received an average rating of 3.1. Several students
felt that information was sometimes provided late or was difficult to find in Canvas. Information was also perceived
as being spread across different sections of Canvas, such as Modules and Files. There were also comments that the
schedule contained inaccuracies or did not always clearly indicate which activities were compulsory. For future
course offerings, students therefore requested clearer and more centralized information, as well as clear
communication through Canvas when changes are made.

The course learning activities received positive feedback, with an average rating of 4.1. Overall, students felt that the
lectures, literature, and exercises were valuable and supported their learning. One student suggested reviewing the
scope of the section on monogastric animals, as the main focus of the course is forage production. One suggestion
was to reduce the content on dogs and cats and instead place greater emphasis on, for example, sheep.

The workload during the course was perceived as relatively high. The average amount of time spent on the course
was 39 hours per week, including scheduled activities. Several students described the course as intensive, with
many compulsory activities and several assignments running in parallel. Students also reported working during
evenings and weekends. Some students felt that the high workload, particularly during the later part of the course,
made it difficult to find sufficient time for revision and preparation for the final examination.

The examination received an average rating of 4.0. Overall, students felt that the examination provided an
opportunity to demonstrate what they had learned and that the questions were connected to the course content.
However, there were comments that some questions covered material that had already been assessed through
previous assignments. Some students also felt that certain parts of the examination did not correspond to the
information they had received in preparation for the examination.

The course also received relatively positive ratings regarding sustainable development (3.8), gender and equality
perspectives (4.0), and international perspectives (4.0). Regarding international perspectives, however, some
students noted that certain parts of the course primarily focused on Swedish or Nordic conditions.

In summary, the course was perceived as interesting, educational, and varied, with a clear connection to the learning
outcomes and a very positive social learning environment. Future students should be prepared for a relatively
intensive course with many different components, compulsory activities, and assignments that may run in parallel.
The main areas for improvement identified by the students were clearer course information and scheduling, a more
balanced workload, and a review of certain aspects of the examination.
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