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1. Description of changes since the last course and decisions already made since last 
course date (if any was made): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. The strengths of the course's according to the students (summary based on quantitative 
results, text responses from the survey and any other evaluation during the course): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
3. The weaknesses of the course according to the students (summary based on 
quantitative results, text responses from the survey and any other evaluation during the 
course): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. The teachers' analysis of the course's implementation and results: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5. Conclusions and suggestions for possible changes in order to develop the course and any 
decisions already made to develop the course before future course dates: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
6. Other comments: 
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	Text6: 3
	Text7: Students appreciated the course very much last year, so no major changes were made. 

Some students thought the work load of the course were a bit high last year so the questions in the one practical were reduced.

The students also received the exam from 2024 so they were more prepare for the kind of questions to expect than last year (when it was the first time the course was taught). 


	Text8: As in 2024, the students that responded were totally or mostly satisfied with the course, thought that the course allowed them to achieve the intended learning outcomes and that the exam assessed this effectively. As in 2024, the students liked in particular the class demonstrations and mentioned the broad range of topics that aligned well within the Marine Geoscience program. 
	Text9: There were no obvious weaknesses from the quantitative results. 

One student suggested to make the course longer to allow for more time to read up on everything, but then two of the three students said they only spent 20 hours/week on the course which does not suggest a too fast pace. 

One student suggested to emphasise how the wave theory fits in in the bigger picture of oceanography, i.e., more about applications. 


	Text10: The course went very well in general and seemed generally appreciated, both from the course survey and informal direct feedback. 

The completion rate statistics is low but one good student was not able to write due to personal circumstances and one effectively dropped out at the start of the course (and not only this course so it is likely not course related). Only one wrote and failed the exams, while others did well enough with a good range of results (B,C,D). 
	Text11: For 2025, the amount of teachers will be reduced to improve alignment of all the components, and the wave theory lecture will be integrated with the main theoretical part of the course. 
	Text12: 


