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Final report: 5KE165VT23 Foundations of Chemistry

Unit code: 5KE165

Name of course: Kemins Grunder/Foundations of Chemistry
Credits: 15 hp

Pace: 100%

Semester: Spring 23 (1/23 -- 3/23)

Unit coordinator: Naser Tavajohi

Delivery (campus/online-remote): Campus

Indicate if the unit is part of a program:

Part of BS in Life Sciences (Fall)/ BS Biotechnology (Spring). Elective in the Teacher and Bio/Geo

programmes.
Number of registered 75 students registered.
students 53 present for introduction
(1 LISC, 2 ERASMUS, 5 LYAGY, 40 TYCBT, 2 NGBIG, 3
other/none)

Number of responses on unit | 37 responses

evaluation (1 LISC, 25 TYCBT, 1 NGBIG, 3 LYAGY, 7 other/none
(includes ERASMUS))
New students | Re-registered Dropped
(withdrawn/
discontinued)
Registered 60 15 12
Labs Exam Both
(module 1/2/3)
Completes 62 62/62/63 57
G VG 3 |4 5
Grades (Completes) 3 7 6 21 20
TYCBT Biotechnology 18 registered who did not complete. | Collected from
NGBIG Bio. and Earth Science Out of those 12 were re-registered | LADOK
LYAGY Teacher/Secondary students. 30/12/2023.
LISC  Life Science

rse evaluation
<<See appendix>>

Comment by unit coordinator:
Comments and ratings are overall positive, and vary in line with previous years. No red flags.
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Full text responses have been removed from the appendix. Those responses are summarized below
under ‘summary of comments by the students’.

Summary of comments by the students:

Q: ‘What aspects of the course are you MOST satisfied with?’

Common reponses:
The teachers in general, specific lecturers/sections, organisation, overall content and resources,
revision lectures,

Q: ‘What aspects of the course are you LEAST satisfied with?’

Lab report corrections (too picky, unclear feedback), classes in the morning (10am - 12pm),
want labs spread out/timing of labs*, unclear how extensive lab reports should be

* We have experimented with two lab periods (in the middle + end of the course). Neither
solution works well, since most labs depend on material which is introduced at the end of the
course /Andy

Q: ‘Anything else you’d like to add?’

e Fun course

e Random question generator wanted*
*We used to have it, but we couldn’t transfer the question db from moodle when we
were forced to move to canvas /Andy

Summary of changes introduced after the last time the course was delivered

Changes to the teaching team

Summary of suggested changes prior to the next time the course is delivered

None

Final report created 30/12/2023, by Andy Ohlin
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Appendix.
Course evaluation 5KE165HT23

Comments by students have been removed.
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Course evaluation 5KE165VVT23

Course evaluations are critical in helping us develop our
courses. They are also important for career development.

Please make sure to fill out this evaluation, even if you don't
have any strong or particular opinions. It is possible to skip
guestions which you do not want to/cannot answer.

There are 13 pages, including this one. Most questions use a
slider or are multiple choice. The last three slides have
opportunities for you to enter text.

Thank youl!
Naser




\Which program are you in?

25

Biotechnology Bio- and Teacher Life Sciences Other/none
geosciences



Course-specific questions

I'm satisfied with the course

m

What | learned was interesting

————————————T)

What | learned will be useful

—

The course was challenging -- in a cood way
3.6

Strongly disagree

The course was TOQ difficult

21

I'm satisfied with my own performuEEe in the course

Strongly agree




Course-specific questions

I'm happy | took this course

| would like to take more chemistry ii the future
| felt part of a community wlih the other students

The atmosphere was open and inclusive

Strongly disagree

Strongly agree




Course-goals and understanding

The course content was what | expicted

My learning benefited from the way the course was
organised

e )

The teachers taught in a way that | could understand
and follow

#

It was clear to me what | had to know/learn in order to
pass the course

Strongly disagree
Strongly agree

39



Time, Pre-requisites, Situation

My level of knowledge before the course aﬁs sufficient
| was able to get helpiif | needed/wcaﬁed to

| had opportunities to interact/discuss with my class
mates

e .

Strongly disagree

Strongly agree




Rate the different sections, part 1/2 (in terms of

instruction and clarity)

Very bad

F1 Atoms

———————————————)

F2 Molecules

m

F3 States of Matter

- )

Revision lecture F1-F3

4.2

F4 Thermodynamics
4.2

Revision lecture F4 and F10

e e—()

Very good




Rate the different sections, part 2/2 (in terms of

instruction and clarity)

Very bad

F5 Equilibrium

L —

Revision lecture Fb5

m

F6 Reactions

ety

F/ Kinetics

3.5

Revision lecture F6 and F7 -
33

F10 Nuclear chemistry

)

Very good




Rating of resources

Book

—— V)

Canvas

e —

Videos

Very good




The Final

Strongly disagree

The questions on the final reflected the Ieotiies

The final was fair

—)

The final was easier tion those in previous years
The amount of time on the final was oppropiiote

I'm satisfied with my performance

RCIEIEgInYRETOmAN®S

Strongly agree




