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Answers 11
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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

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



 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 4
5: 7
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 4
5: 7
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 8
No opinion: 0



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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 3
5: 7
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 9
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 9
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: 11 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 2
5: 7
No opinion: 0

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 2
5: 7
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 31,1 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 4
26-35: 3
36-45: 2
≥46: 2
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
Response from course leader to student's evaluation of the course LB0109 (2025-26)

The course team is overall very satisfied with the student evaluations, both from the oral course evaluation
conducted on the last day of the course and from the online survey. A recurring issue from previous years regarding
repetition with earlier courses appears to have been mitigated to a large extent.

Some students expressed a wish for certain lectures, particularly guest lectures to explore topics in greater depth. At
the same time, students without prior education in agroecology or agriculture reported that they were satisfied with
the current level of depth. This year, several new topics and lectures were introduced. Some of these were delivered
online because the invited experts were not based in Sweden or were located far from the Alnarp campus. However,
students indicated a preference for fewer online lectures and some of these overlap to a certain extent with other



lectures. We have taken this feedback into account and identified several lectures that will be removed next year.

Students also requested more guidance on preparing scientific posters, including examples and additional
preparation time for using agroecology performance evaluation tools (TAPE) prior to the farm visit. Additionally,
some challenges related to group dynamics were reported, particularly concerning unequal contributions from group
members.

Major changes planned for the next course offering include:

Four online lectures on Ocean Literacy, Agroecology Philosophy, AI and Technology in Agroecology, and
Regenerative vs. Agroecology will be removed. These topics overlap to some extent with other lectures, and
their exclusion will not negatively affect the overall learning objectives of the course.
An additional lecture with examples and dedicated preparation time will be introduced for the ecase
(compulsory assignment) so that students can practice using the TAPE tool before the farm visit.
More detailed information and examples will be provided on how to prepare the scientific posters and
factsheets that form part of the individual assignment.
An anonymised peerrating system will be introduced for group work to allow students to evaluate each other's
involvement and contribution, helping to ensure fair and active participation.

Student representatives comments
Broadly speaking, evaluations of this course were overwhelmingly positive. Not a single student rated their overall
impression lower than 4 out of 5. The course leader was commended for his accessibility to students and integration
of the course with extracurricular events, conferences, etc. Students in the agroecology program, who took
Agroecology Basics in the prior term, felt it was an appropriate next step, without too much repetition. Students
outside of this program generally felt enough context was provided to understand the agroecological perspective.
One can thus conclude a good balance was struck in this regard.

This course consisted of several guest lectures, all of which were well received. Some students said they wished it
had been possible to dive deeper into some of the topics introduced to by guest lecturers, but acknowledged this
would take away time from other course activities. Moreover, lecturers in science disciplines in particular were
praised for providing necessary context to students without a STEM background. This made their presentations
understandable and informative for the entire class, if slightly less in depth. Although hosting guest lecturers via
Zoom allowed for a wide variety of experts, some students expressed a desire for a greater proportion to be held in person.

Students appreciated the different forms of class participation that were facilitated through seminars, interactive
lectures, and presentations. Some recalled an informal debate held early on in the course as a highlight, as it
encouraged students to grapple with perspectives outside of agroecology.

Students were satisfied with the major assignments. One requested more practical guidance about creating a
scientific poster, and another suggested the final project would be smoother as an individual assignment rather than
with a group. Some reported difficulties communicating and dividing work with their group partners.

The Canva page was well-organized. Information about the course and its assignments was easy to find and
communicated well in advance. Overall, students recommend this course.
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