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Number of enrolled students: 23

Number of students who completed the course: 20

Course evaluation answer count: 10

1. Description of changes since the last course and decisions already made since last
course date (if any was made):

Based on last feedback, the course was largely retained in its structure, content,
and evaluation.

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):

The wide range of topics covered that had challenging aspects and pushed you
academically, but the enthusiasm and passions for the course from lecturers really
inspired you and helped you learn more.

The best aspect of the course was that you could fill that the teacher really liked the
subject. Which was motivating.

| think the best aspect was the quiz every Friday, if everything has tested on one
exam it would have been so much harder.

The weekly tests provided a good way of showing what we learnt in the different
topics and also a good way of studying as this made sure that we systematically
studied all of the material before the exam. The topics were all very interesting and



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):

Have practicals so theory can be applied

Sometimes the course literature felt insufficient for solving exercises, exam
questions and so on.

Maybe not have an assignment very close to the exam because that took a lot of
time from the studying for the exam

Having an exercise on Thursday afternoon and then the weekly test on Friday
could sometimes be overly stress inducing (as this resulted in little time to have the
material to sink in, even if the tests were moved to the afternoons). Maybe a change
in the schedule? Two lectures on Mondays and then everything is moved on step.
A lab (there is probably no schedule time for it but it would have been nice with a
practical that was more "hands on").

4. The teachers' analysis of the course's implementation and results:

Some students felt challenged by the amount of material, while others appreciated
the breadth and academic challenge. One one hand, many students appreciated
the weekly tests, on the other hand, some students did not like them and felt
stressed having to prepare for them. One student complained about a lack of a
break. This is not true, there were hourly breaks of 5 minutes. The overall feedback
is similar to the past year.

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:

Overall, the students appreciated the breadth of the course and understand its
central role in the geosciences. The challenge of the course for the student
decreases in proportion to their familiarity with basic math, chemistry, and physics.
Reducing the number tests would reduce the work load, but would deteriorate the
learning outcome, since the required weekly repetition stimulates engagement and
learning.

An improvement tot he course would be to leave out the home assignment in the
last week, which some students procrastinated on, and which then took away from
their time to prepare for the final exam.



6. Other comments:
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