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Respondents: 1
Answer Count: 1

Answer Frequency: 100.00%

Please note that there is only one respondent to this form: the person that performs the course analysis. 

Course analysis carried out by (name, e-mail):
Peter Sillén, petersil@kth.se

DESCRIPTION OF THE COURSE EVALUATION PROCESS 
Describe the course evaluation process. Describe how all students have been given the possibility to give their opinions on the 
course. Describe how aspects regarding gender, and disabled students are investigated.
weekly part of lecture for questions, suggestions, comments 
end-of-course obligatory hand in of short not on own learning during course 
end-of course LEQ course evaluation

DESCRIPTION OF MEETINGS WITH STUDENTS
Describe which meetings that has been arranged with students during the course and after its completion. (The outcomes of these 
meetings should be reported under 7, below.)
weekly part of lecture time for questions, suggestions, comments

COURSE DESIGN
Briefly describe the course design (learning activities, examinations) and any changes that have been implemented since the last 
course offering.
* changes / additions from previous years 
weekly lectures 
ÖVN 2,0 credits, grade P/F 
weekly hand in of own / group work with assignments 
*end of course obligatory hand in reflection of own learning 
TEN 4,0 credits, grade F, FX, E-A 
* TEN DEL A 
* four part-exams of course basics 
* TEN DEL A may also be examined at final written exam * TEN Del B 
* six possible hand-ins of project group 'lab' excercises 
* TEN Del A passed through all four part-exams 
+ TEN Del B three passed 'lab' excercises can give TEN grade E during course 
+ four passed 'lab' excercises can give TEN grade D during course 
+ six passed 'lab' excercises give option to be examined final written exam TEN DEL C 
*TEN DEL C final written exam with verbal follow-up 
* TEN DEL C more advanced assignment to demonstrate own competence in writing and calculation



THE STUDENTS' WORKLOAD
Does the students' workload correspond to the expected level (40 hours/1.5 credits)? If these is a significant deviation from the 
expected, what can be the reason?
15-20 hours per week, in line with previous years

THE STUDENTS' RESULTS
How well have the students succeeded on the course? If there are significant differences compared to previous course offerings, 
what can be the reason?
62 registered students 
13 grade E 
26 grade D 
1 grade C 
9 grade B 
6 grade A 
overall pass rate in line with previous years 
seems a slightly lower share of students aiming for higher grades C-A, as a result of possibility to 'pass' during course, w.o. need for taking final
written exam, which is also intended to open up study time for parallell technology course

STUDENTS´ANSWERS TO OPEN QUESTIONS 
What does students say in response to the open questions?
low reply rate ca 18% 
demanding work load during course 
limit number of hand-in assignments during course or, alternatively, fewer more demanding assignments four written part-exams during course 
are short on time 
more feedback on hand-ins 

Bra utspridda deadlines 
What was the best aspect of the course? (I worked: 9-11 timmar/vecka) 
Att man fick tid och möjlighet att förstå på djupet. Ingen ångest, bara inlärning. Jag tyckte om kursen! 
What was the best aspect of the course? (I worked: 12-14 timmar/vecka) 
Allt var anpassat till digitalt och examinationerna var tydliga. Många intressanta frågeställningar. 
What was the best aspect of the course? (I worked: 18-20 timmar/vecka) 
Roliga ämnen, intressanta föreläsningar 
What would you suggest to improve? 
What would you suggest to improve? (I worked: 0-2 timmar/vecka) 
Kortare föreläsningar. Gärna fler i så fall men att det blir kortare 
What would you suggest to improve? (I worked: 6-8 timmar/vecka) 
Tydligare examinationer. För mycket självval, tycker det ska vara mer uppstyrt. 
Förtydliga de olika Ten delarna, vet att vissa studenter inte förstod vad som krävdes under kursens gång. 
What would you suggest to improve? (I worked: 18-20 timmar/vecka) 
En avgränsning av antalet inlämningsuppgifter, förslagsvis färre men kanske större uppgifter 
What advice would you like to give to future participants? 
What advice would you like to give to future participants? (I worked: 0-2 timmar/vecka) 
Försök att svara på minst 10 instuderingsfrågor varje vecka för att hänga med 
What advice would you like to give to future participants? (I worked: 6-8 timmar/vecka) 
Hitta kursdeltagare att göra inlämningsuppgifterna med tidigt. Det tar ett tag att göra både inlämningsuppgifterna samt labbarna. Dessa grupper
är även bra för att kunna diskutera och plugga tillsammans med. 
What advice would you like to give to future participants? (I worked: 12-14 timmar/vecka) 
Gör övningarna inför KSarna som förberedelse. Lyssna på föreläsningarna men framförallt de med gästföreläsare för de kan ge bra perspektiv 
"från verkligheten". 
What advice would you like to give to future participants? (I worked: 18-20 timmar/vecka) 
Köp böckerna och häng med på föreläsningarna, samarbeta med kurskamrater



SUMMARY OF STUDENTS' OPINIONS 
Summarize the outcome of the questionnaire, as well as opinions emerging at meetings with students. 
positive replies give impression course design, content delivery and and examaniation is suffieicently efficient and functional 
may be a need for  
* fix work groups first course 1-2 weeks, then voluntary 
* shorter digital / hybrid lectures 
* fewer assignments 
* more determined (less flexible own-choice) content and length for deliverables

OVERALL IMPRESSION 
Summarize the teachers’ overall impressions of the course offering in relation to students’ results and their evaluation of the 
course, as well as in relation to the changes implemented since last course offering.
positive replies give impression course design, content delivery and and examaniation is suffieicently efficient and functional 

ANALYSIS 
Is it possible to identify stronger and weaker areas in the learning environment based on the information you have gathered during 
the evaluation and analysis process? What can the reason for these be? Are there significant difference in experience between:
- students identifying as female and male?
- international and national students?
- students with or without disabilities?
weakness 
the online format for lecture dynamics and dialogue 
teacher time and resource for feedback 
strength 
reality-related course content and assignments 
functional examination during course needs tuning, though a strength 
variable structure where student can decide own ambition for grade during course may be a strength, still under development

PRIORITIZED COURSE DEVELOPMENT
What aspects of the course should be developed primaily? How can these aspects be developed in short and long term?
written part-exam content and time 
number and content in weekly hand-ins 

* fix work groups first course 1-2 weeks, then voluntary 
* shorter digital / hybrid lectures 
* reduce amount of assignments, 
* make some assignemnt larger and more determined (less flexible own-choice) in content and length for deliverables 
* more communication on examined segments TEN 

look at 
* recording possibilities 
* development into hybrid digital-online-classroom lectures 


