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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).



100

Answers: 3
a0 Medel: 4,0
Median: 3

procent

&

|
aRWON=
~o-o0o

No opinion: 1

o T T T T T
1.l completely disagree .| campletely agree Mo
opinion

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

Overall, the course was percieved well by students both in Alnarp and Uppsala. The schedule and program worked
generally well and content was largely appreciated. The good performance in the written examination as well as
written/presentation excersices indicated commitment and interest by the students. The total versatility of learning
activities including also lab practicals was appreciated. A compromise is the three-campus on-line set-up, where
student gather locally on campus and share lectures via videolink. However, the technology functioned well.

Some specific matters were still raised that may improve the course:

1) The course description could be specified to increase understanding of the course content.



2) One lecture was not aligned regarding depth and one had structural problems.

3) Study questions on lectures, possibly dealth with in on-campus workshops, could be helpful and increase teacher
interactions locally.

These suggestions of improvements appear relevant and will be more or less implemented for the next year course!
Thank you!

Student representatives comments

The overall impression of the course was good among the students, although there was some questioning about how
the course objectives aligned with the course content, since there was not much statistics, excursions, nor was the
"conditions for plant production, covering agriculture and horticulture" quite covered, it was by far just molecular
biology, rarely zooming out. There would be room for improvement to clarify the course content better on the course
page. This could explain why students had varying opinions on whether their background knowledge was sufficient
for this course. Some type of excursion would have been nice as well. The social and physical learning environment
were sufficient and satisfactory. The labs were appreciated, although sometimes the practical manual could have
been more detailed and prevented certain mistakes during the execution in the lab. Students spent around 26 hours
per week on the course.
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