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Stockholm

University Course report

GG5125 Marine Geophysics 7.5 credits HT20

1. Course Director: Christian Stranne
2. Number of enrolled students: 3
3. Number of students who completed the course: 2

4. Changes in the course since the last time it was given

There were substantial changes in the course since last year. We added several new lectures and,
on top of that, a new group assignment.

Hence, it was more demanding for both students and teachers.

5. Course strengths according to the students
(summary based on quantitative results, as well as free text)

"l appreciated the passion of the teachers for their subjects, which was evident and engaging.”

"I thought that the lectures and lecturers were very good!"

6. Course weaknesses according to the students
(summary based on quantitative results, as well as free text)

thought that great emphasis was placed on the proposal assignment, in addition to the time allotted
and required for completion/presentation. While the assignment was instructive and practical to
work through, there was a lot of self-research and study since some knowledge required to
complete the assignment was not presented until the latter half of the course. It took some focus
away from study time and preparation for the final exam--which was larger than the assignment
toward the final grade, so a disproportionate amount of time was spent between the two.

I thniinht it wwac a hit difficiilt tn 1indarctand what we wera ciinnneed tn dn far tha nrniact It wac
7. Conclusions and proposals for changes

It is evident from the course evaluation that the new project assignment became too heavy for the
students. A smaller assignment with more detailed instructions will be designed for next year.
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