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Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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2. |found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.
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3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.
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4. The information about the course was easily accessible.
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5. The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.
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6. The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.
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7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.
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8. The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what | had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).
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9. The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).
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10. | 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).
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11. The course covered international perspectives.
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12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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Course leaders comments

According to the evaluation the course was very well recived by the students, and there is therefore little need for
drastical changes. This is also the same kind of feedback that has been given over several years and the course
team is therefore focused on preserving the positive aspects rather than to try new things. However, one comment
expressed an interest in study visit in a biogas plant and this is something that will be considered for the coming year.



Student representatives comments

To conduct feedback for the course “Food waste — current situation and future opportunities” the student
representative analyzed the SLU evaluation and also made a discussion with students. The overall impression was
really good, which already sums up the overall feedback for the course. However, on some topics improvements are
possible. One student complained about the change of the SLU website which made the course site difficult to
access. As the student representative just started the studies at the SLU, this complain cannot be confirmed.
Furthermore, some students said that they have to look up too much information on the internet by themselves. It
would be helpful to have more text on the slides to make the slides self-explanatory and be less dependent on the
internet. Additionally, according to some students an excursion to an AD plant or composting area would have been
nice and would deepen the understanding of these processes. Although more global perspectives (e.g. global south)
were introduced in the course, for some students even more different perspectives of that kind would be appreciated.
As food waste is a global problem, the linkages between different countries or areas of the world are important to
grasp the dimensions of the issue. Some guest lectures weren't perceived as helpful as they were sometimes too far
away from the actual topic. The innovation workshop was not perceived as good as other topics of the course like
the quantification project, the seminar discussions or the interview. The start of the interview however was perceived
as too early. For some students these were the first days of studying at the SLU and on day 2 there was already
time scheduled for the interview. It would be better to have more lectures in the beginning and have time for the
interview earliest in week 2 or 3. For some students the exam questions were perceived as too vague, so it was
difficult to figure out what is asked for.

To end the report with positive feedback, which definitely makes up for the largest share of feedback the course had
for almost all of us a lasting impact. Furthermore, the structure was really good and all the slides were uploaded
upfront so everyone could follow the lectures while having the slides on their own device. The learning environment
was perceived as really good, so everybody felt welcomed and respected. In contrast to the students which
complained about the exam being too vague, some students also liked these kinds of questions as they created
room for discussions and to show what one has learned during the course. The quantification project was really
good as it served as an “eye opener” for one's own food waste. As already touched upon in the beginning, the
overall experience was really good and all of us learned interesting new things which will have a long lasting impact
on our perception of food waste. Thank you
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