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Kursutvarderingsmall

Efter avslutat kurstillfalle fyller kursansvarig i denna mall. Prefekt/programansvarig beslutar
om mallen ska kompletteras med ytterligare uppgifter/fragor.

Kurskod Kurstitel

Hoégskolepodng

25P032 Vetenskaplig metod och teori i omvardnad 7,5
halvfart (DSK, ONK, PSYK)

Termin Tidsperiod
VT25 4-13

Kursansvarig
Zarina Nahar Kabir

Examinator
Lars E Eriksson

Ovriga medverkande lirare
Sandro Campana, Joakim Eckerstrom, Charlotte
Pollak, Carina Lindblad, Lena-Marie Pettersson

Ovriga medverkande lirare

Ann Langius-Ekl6f, Anna Jervaeus, Kay Sundberg,
Karl Qureshi Gudmundsson, Albertine Ranheim,
Ulrica Nilsson, Rebecca Popenoe

Antal registrerade studenter
80 kursen
20

Antal som inte fullfoljt

Antal godkédnda efter ordinarie tillfille
60

Slutsatser vid foregaende kursutvardering

The following combines the course leader’s reflections based on students’ evaluations and
feedback from involved teachers (including proposed changes):

- The high rate of students who do not pass the course is identified as a major concern.
It is mainly the individual assignment of writing a research plan that results in the
high rate of failure in the course. This issue will be addressed by creating
opportunities for students to present their research plan at a seminar (before the final
submission) where they will receive feedback from peers and teacher. Greater
changes, which may require revision of the course syllabus, are being considered for

implementation in HT25 and onwards.

- Some teachers on the course expressed concern regarding lack of progression on
research methods between this course which is at advanced level and that in the
undergraduate level. The learning activity of critical appraisal of scientific articles
was particularly pointed out. In both the courses, the activity is done by the students
in groups. This task has been changed to being an individual assignment in the next

term after which it will be evaluated.

- Some teachers in the course pointed out that the answers to assignment 2 on
interpretation of quantitative data can be found online, posted by previous students of
the course. The tables of the assignment have been changed. However, it is important
to note that the answers themselves are not the focus in terms of students’ learning,
but the underlying logic of quantitative analysis which is of relevance.

- A suggestion on the activity of writing a research plan is that students be assigned
different study designs to describe in their proposed research plan. This will bring
variation in the methods proposed in the research plans. It will also expose the

students to multiple study designs.
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- The instructions regarding the research plan and description of the assessment criteria
need to be better aligned so that students do not need to search for relevant

information in different places. The question is, how comprehensive can the

assessment criteria be?

- A clearer connection between the Research Methodology course (Vetenskaplig teori
och metod) and Examensarbete course is important. There is discussion on how this
can be achieved, for example, placing the two courses closer or at least the component
of writing research plan (of the current course) closer to the Examensarbete course.

This discussion needs to be taken up at the programme level, not only at the

individual course level.

Beskrivning av genomférda forandringar sedan foregaende kurstillfalle

Based on students’ evaluations of the previous term (HT24) and feedback from some teachers
involved in the campus and distance courses, the following changes were made in the course

of VT25:

e Two group assignments were converted into individual assignments.

e The research plan, which was earlier done as an individual assignment, was written in
pairs (with some exception such as if total number of students was an odd number or
in case of ISP, student wrote the research plan individually).

e A seminar was introduced before submission of the final research plan where the draft
plan was presented and feedback given by peers and teacher.

Metod(er) for studentinflytande

The students provide their feedback through written students’ evaluation. Response rate of
students’ evaluation in the current course was 50% (n=40). Maximum score=5 on each item.

Sammanfattning av studenternas svar pa kursvardering

Item High/Very | Partly (%) Low/Very Mean
high (%) low (%)

Jag uppfattar att jag genom denna kurs utvecklat 82.5 15 2.5 4.1

vardefulla kunskaper/fardigheter

Jag bedomer att jag har uppnatt kursens alla 85 125 2.5 4.2

larandemal

Jag uppfattar att det finns en rod trad genom kursen — 80 175 2.5 4.0

fran larandemal till examination

Jag uppfattar att kursen har stimulerat mig till ett 85 15 0 4.1

vetenskapligt forhallningsétt (t ex analytiskt och

kritiskt tdnkande, eget sékande och vardering av

information)

Jag uppfattar att lararna varit tillmétesgdende under 60 27.5 12.5 3.8

kursens gang for idéer och synpunkter pa kursens

utformning och innehall

Kursens upplégg och arbetsformer/l&raraktiviteter har 62.5 35 25 3.8

varit ett stod i mitt l1drande

Jag har haft en klar bild av vad jag forvantades lara 62.5 325 5 3.8

mig under kursen
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Den psykosociala studiemiljon under kursen var bra 84.6 10.3 5.1 4.2
(psykosocial studiemiljé ror bland annat trivsel, stéd,
stress, likabehandling och diskriminering under
teoretisk eller verksamhetsforlagt Iarande).
Undervisningen utgick fran och anvéande autentiska 70.5 20.5 0 4
exempel
Mina forkunskaper var tillrackliga for att klara denna 77.5 15 25 4
kurs
Den aterkoppling som jag fick har haft betydelse for 50 30 20 3.5
mitt larande
Jag kunde Iétt hitta den informationen jag 71.8 25.6 2.6 4.0
behdvde/letade efter i Canvas
Kursen gav mig nya insikter om hur jag kan anvanda 70 25 5 3.9
forskningsresultat i mitt kliniska arbete
Kursen gav mig fordjupande kunskaper i 67.5 30 2.5 3.8
forskningsetik
Kursen gav mig nya kunskaper for att kunna bedriva 65 35 0 3.9
kliniskt utvecklingsarbete

Some of the responses to open questions are given below:

Comments on overall evaluation of the course:

Jag ar n6jd med kursen och tycker det ar givande att studera igen.

Vélorganiserade forelasningar, god administrativ aterkoppling och relevant samt
uppdaterad litteratur. Givande diskussioner och imponerande med dialog i stor grupp.
Min storsta behallning ar hur val alla genomgaende har lyft omvardnad som ett viktigt
omrade och det starker mig. Det har varit mycket fokus pa kvalitet och evidens vilket
ar viktigt.

Intressant kurs men kursen hade varit bra att fa direkt innan vi ska skriva vart
examensarbete.

Tung kurs att borja med. Bra foreldsningar.

Over forvantan, hade i o f véldigt laga forviantningar efter grundutbildningen. Men jag
ar glatt 6verraskad och har i det stora upplevt kursen larorik och spannande. Har en
mycket mer positiv ingang i amnet efter kursen &r fore — tack!

Larorik kurs men otydliga instruktioner.

Comments on psychosocial aspects of the course:

Lararna har varit stédjande och bra.
Tyvarr tappas en del i diskussioner da var kurs ar helt pa distans.

Vad kan forbattras i kursen?

Innehallsmassigt var kursen bra. Tyckte det fanns en rod trad som var genomgaende
fran start till slut. Enda kritiken jag haller mot kursen &r att den ar forst i programmet.
Grupparbete vid forsta uppgiften - artikelgranskning.

Mer traffar.
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e Ett seminarie/mote mitt i arbetet med forskningsplanen, dér man stimmer av och
reder ut vad som ar asikter och som ar akademiskt relevant skulle forbyggt detta i mitt
fall.

e Jag tycker kursen var bra, och har darfor inga 6vriga synpunkter.

o Aterkoppling fran lararen och att elev f& stod fran larare.

e Forsta dagens forelasningar var for langa pa den dagen, kunde ha delats upp pa tva
halva dagar.
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Kursansvarigs reflektioner kring kursens genomférande och resultat

Reflektion Over kursens styrkor, svagheter, mojligheter, begransningar inom t.ex. féljande
omraden:

* Hur har man under kursen utgatt fran studenternas forkunskaper, erfarenheter och
forutsattningar?

* P4 vilket satt bidrar de arbetsmetoder (pedagogiska metoder) som anvants under kursen till
att studenterna uppnar larandemalen?

* Hur har man arbetat med “’den roda traden”” (Constructive Alignment) fran larandemal till
examinationsform och examinationsinnehall?

* Hur sékerstaller examinationer och bedémningskriterier att studenterna uppnar
larandemalen for kursen?

Overall, students evaluated the course positively. However, a few items continue to be rated
low. Of these, meaningful feedback from teachers continues to be rated low by half of the
students. Another recurring issue is that students do not feel teachers in the course are easily
accessible. This was reflected in responses in both the questionnaire and open-ended
questions.

Responses to the open-ended questions were generally positive with some constructive
suggestions for improvement. Next term, the first assignment will be done as group work as
suggested by some of the responses to open questions. Some students also expressed that to
have the course as the first course of their respective education programme is not optimal and
can be moved later in the programme.

Collaborative learning is the guiding principle in the way the course is conducted. Students
are encouraged to use each other as resources. Common platforms are created for students to
discuss and interact with each other on the digital learning platform Canvas. Unfortunately,
not many students take advantage of this opportunity.

Constructive alignment of the course is maintained by aligning the different learning
activities e.g., lectures, seminars and examinations with each other and with the intended
learning outcomes of the course.

Beskrivning av hur kursen arbetar med kvalitet, forskningsanknytning och samverkan med
andra professioner.

Se t.ex. rapporten Mojligheternas Kl, Utredning och utbildningens kvalitet och
forskningsanknytning (UKF) och Strategi 2018: Fardplan fér Karolinska Institutet 2014-
2018.
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The course is focused on learning about scientific methods of critically assessing research
and conducting research. The reading material of the course is based on scientific articles
from various specialist areas.
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Kursansvarigs slutsatser och forslag till forbattringar

Synpunkter pé kursen och férbattringsforslag fran ovriga

Fran studentrepresentant, programnamnd, utbildningsnamnd eller motsvarande.
Kursansvarig fyller i detta efter att denna rapport delgetts och diskuterats inom programmet.

The following combines the course leader’s reflections based on students’ evaluations and
feedback from involved teachers (including proposed changes):

e The first assignment will be converted into a group assignment.

e Pass rates have improved since the previous term. This may be due to two factors:
Research plan is primarily written in pair, and seminar is introduced before final
submission of research plan. This practice will be continued.

e A new lecture will be added to focus on literature review. Currently, lectures are
focused on empirical research.

e Information will be given to students through Canvas on use of artificial intelligence.

e The course examiner will give a short welcoming talk to the students to highlight the
relevance of the course in the specialist nursing programme..

e There is discussion if the course can be moved later into the education programmes.
This is currently being investigated.

Beskrivning av hur kursvarderingen har aterkopplats internt och till studenterna

Ange:

* Vilka forum som kursutvarderingen diskuterats i (exv. programrad,
programnamnd/utbildningsndmnd dar studentrepresentanter finns nérvarande etc.)

* Hur kursutvarderingen har aterkopplats till studenterna (exv. kurswebben, kursrad etc.).

The course evaluation is published on the digital learning platform of the actual course, the
upcoming course and the course web. The raw data as well as the summary are shared with
‘utbildningsndmnd’, programme director and the heads of unit at the Division of Nursing.
The course evaluation is discussed in the course team to suggest revisions and improvements.
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