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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: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


	Text1: GG4150
	Text2: Petrogenesis
	Text3: Alasdair Skelton
	Text4: 15
	Text5: 8
	Text6: 4
	Text7: The course has not been changed since its last run.
	Text8: The students found the course content interesting and enjoyed working with THERMOCALC.The igneous exam was considered overly challenging by some students with research-level open questions.
	Text9: The students pointed out that MAC users are disadvantaged because THERMOCALC instructions are provided for PC users.
	Text10: The course has gone well, but could benefit from an overall of some of its parts.
	Text11: The issue about MAC users is true and beyond our control as we are not the writers of THERMOCALC. The best we can do is to offer access to computers on site at Stockholm University, but this is of limited use for distance students.In the next revision, we will review the level of the igneous exam.
	Text12: 


