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Answers 7
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Answer frequency 87 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 34,3 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 0
26-35: 4
36-45: 3
≥46: 0
No opinion: 0

Additional own questions

13.   Did the course challenge you?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1

 



4: 6
5: 0
No opinion: 0

14.   Did you feel supported?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

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

15.   Did the Introductory module set you up so that you could follow the remainder of the course?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

16.   Did the theoretical module provide enough theory about conservation genetics for you to get a good feel
for the subject?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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

17.   Did the applied module provide you with insight into how conservation genetics is conducted in the real
world?



 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

18.   Did the literature seminars help you better navigate the conservation genetics literature?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

19.   What did you think about the wet lab and follow-up eDNA session?

19.   What did you think of the parentage session?

19.   What did you think of the genetic rescue session with Marisa?

19.   What did you think of the Bridging Science session with Robert?

19.   What did you think of the SciLife session on sequencing?

19.   Were the computer labs at an appropriate level?

 
Answers: 6 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

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



20.   Did the computer labs prepare you sufficiently for your capstone project?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

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

21.   Please write your thoughts on the capstone project

21.   This course was designed to include many different activities including discussions, quizzes, reports,
etc. Please provide feedback on whether these were helpful to you in your learning path.

21.   Are you satisfied with this course? Why or why not?

21.   Can you suggest any ways the course could be improved for future offerings?

21.   Would you recommend this course to future students?

 
Answers: 7 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

22.   Write down any thoughts you would like to share about the course that have not already been addressed
here.



Course leaders comments
Overall, I am pleased with the evaluations. This was the first time the course was given and I expected there would
be some areas that needed improvement. One of these areas was addressed in the comments. That is that the
theory could be in more depth. It was difficult ahead of time to guage the students prior knowledge, so we aired on
the side of caution. We will focus on providing more theory in the next iteration of the course. Additionally, there were
some comments about the use of AI. The course emphasized all tools that could be helpful for certain aspects where
it did not overlap with a students own intellectual input and it did include use of AI. As a teacher, I feel it is important
to incorporate AI when appropriate in a guided manner, rather than restrict its use. I have taken note of some other
comments and suggestions and will adapt the course with these in mind. Some of these are to improve
communication, provide species for the capstone project earlier, and to add some additional activities related to the
theory aspect. All-in-all as the course leader, I am pleased with both the evaluations, including the feedback, the way
the course developed, and how engaged the students were. We will work to make it even better next year.

Student representatives comments
Overall, students had a very positive impression of this brand new course (4.1/5). We felt supported in our learning
and would recommendthe course for others. 

Strengths of the course:

- Clear link between content and learning goals

- Applied module was hughly appreciated

- Capstone project - relevant and engaging exercise that synthesized learning, working independent down your own
pipeline to analyses was fun and challenging

- Wet lab and eDNA - intressting aspect 

- Real world perspectives, guest lecturers (genetic rescue, bridgning science, etc)

- Good variaty of activities (Seminars , computer labs, labs, other excersises , conventional lectures). 

Areas for improvements seems to be:

- Some lectures feeling a bit rushed

- Desire for more data analyses beyond PCA, more time to go through how to visualize the capstone project with
models 

- More background explination in computer labs 

In conclusion, students were satisfied and found the course really interesting, challenging, and useful. Since it is
also a brand new course, some areas could benefit from further polishing. I think a particularly important highlight of
this course is the practical experience gained in modern conservation genetics using real data, such as working in
the HPC2N supercomputer environment and performing DNA extraction, among many other things. 
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