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Respondents: 20
Answer Count: 16

Answer Frequency: 80.00 %

General opinion

Give your opinion in the scale 1-5.

1 = very negative
2 = negative
3 = neutral
4 = positive
5 = very positive

The comment field in the end is very important! It will help us understand what is 
to be kept when the grade is good, and what to change when the grade is poor.

What is your general opinion of...

the course?   
the course? Number of Responses
1 1 (6.3%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (6.3%)
4 4 (25.0%)
5 10 (62.5%)
Total 16 (100.0%)



Mean Standard Deviation
the course? 4.4 1.1

"Physics of Continuous Matter" by Lautrup?   
"Physics of Continuous Matter" by Lautrup? Number of Responses
1 1 (6.3%)
2 2 (12.5%)
3 4 (25.0%)
4 6 (37.5%)
5 3 (18.8%)
Total 16 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
"Physics of Continuous Matter" by Lautrup? 3.5 1.2



the information about the course when it started?   
the information about the course when it 
started?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (6.3%)
4 3 (18.8%)
5 12 (75.0%)
Total 16 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the information about the course when it started? 4.7 0.6

the information about what was expected of you?   
the information about what was expected of 
you?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 2 (12.5%)
4 4 (25.0%)
5 10 (62.5%)
Total 16 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the information about what was expected of you? 4.5 0.7



Comment (help us interpret your grades!)
I feel Lautrup talks to much and the book is much to thick for what was actually covered. The Hand in Exercises were are really easy and did 
not use Vector calculus at all.
Patrik started with introducing the various concepts of the course which was very nice.
I really enjoyed this course in general. I can agree that the book was really good, but it sometimes assumes that some derivations are trivial, 
which they weren’t for me. Though I know this course is a bit above my level of knowledge so that could be the reason.
I didn't like the book because in my opinion it was many pages to read with a relatively low information density. It would be very nice to have 
lecture notes.
the course was enjoyable and very interesting, but I felt like the course literature was lacking in examples. The amount of examples were good,
but I felt like the examples themselves were too specific to be understood, generalized and applied on other problems.
Excellent course, the difference between the order the lectures and the book did things could have been confusing, but Patrik was always 
diligent in mentioning what chapter the material in the lecture could be found in. 

Lectures and problem solving sessions

Give your opinion in the scale 1-5.

1 = very negative
2 = negative
3 = neutral
4 = positive
5 = very positive

What is your general opinion of...

the lectures with Patrik Edén?   
the lectures with Patrik Edén? Number of Responses
1 0 (0.0%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (6.3%)
4 3 (18.8%)
5 12 (75.0%)
Total 16 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the lectures with Patrik Edén? 4.7 0.6



the problem solving sessions with Matthäus Schulik?   
the problem solving sessions with Matthäus 
Schulik?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (7.7%)
3 3 (23.1%)
4 4 (30.8%)
5 5 (38.5%)
Total 13 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the problem solving sessions with Matthäus Schulik? 4.0 1.0

the format of the problem solving sessions?   
the format of the problem solving sessions? Number of Responses
1 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (7.7%)
3 4 (30.8%)
4 3 (23.1%)
5 5 (38.5%)
Total 13 (100.0%)



Mean Standard Deviation
the format of the problem solving sessions? 3.9 1.0

the exercises at the problem solving sessions?   
the exercises at the problem solving 
sessions?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (7.7%)
3 4 (30.8%)
4 2 (15.4%)
5 6 (46.2%)
Total 13 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the exercises at the problem solving sessions? 4.0 1.1



the balance between lectures and problem-solving sessions?   
the balance between lectures and 
problem-solving sessions?

Number of 
Responses

1 0 (0.0%)
2 1 (7.1%)
3 4 (28.6%)
4 5 (35.7%)
5 4 (28.6%)
Total 14 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the balance between lectures and problem-solving sessions? 3.9 0.9

Comment (help us interpret your grades!)
I did not attend the problem solving sessions
- The lectures were VERY good! I could all the time follow what we did and the experiments and comments about every day life were very 
helpful and nice (waves after a storm,...)! 
- It was very good to have hand-ins and to have even more exercises available (with solutions!) 
- It was very helpful to have past exams with solutions 
- Even if I haven't always taken part in the problem-solving session, it was helpful to have a session where one could ask the questions that one
got while doing the exercises. It helps a lot in understanding the course and remembering it. 
- Sometimes it was a bit difficult to understand the notes from the course afterwards, so maybe some more headings could help structuring it, 
as it is not always possible to see the hole story during the lecture when one learns something the first time. 
- giving the eq. of conitnuity and the Navier-Stokes-eq. in the beginning of the course was helpful 
- the summary in the last lecture was very helpful 
- very good coordination with the meteorology course
Patrik makes the lectures fun, he should maybe have a look at his derivations the day before the lecture because he got stuck sometimes with 
the differential equations. Many Problems were really Basic compared to what was covered in the lectures. Matthäus was very helpful but 
Weekly sessions and additional SI sessions are recommended.
Patrik is a born teacher.
I really enjoyed the lectures and the problem solving sessions. The only ”bad” thing is that I would have liked more of the problem solving 
lessons since I felt like I learned the most there. The lecutures where also really good and inspiring, it’s just that I learn the best by actually 
doing the math myself. 
Patrik is so enthusiastic, I liked that a lot. I liked his teaching more in the Neural Networks Course because I hade the impression that that's his 
main interest but still it was very good in Fluid Dynamics as well.
Patrik is a rock star
A few more problem solving sessions would be nice 



Examination

Give your opinion in the scale 1-5.

1 = very negative
2 = negative
3 = neutral
4 = positive
5 = very positive

What is your general opinion of...

the hand-in exercises?   
the hand-in exercises? Number of Responses
1 0 (0.0%)
2 3 (18.8%)
3 1 (6.3%)
4 5 (31.3%)
5 7 (43.8%)
Total 16 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the hand-in exercises? 4.0 1.2



the written exam?   
the written exam? Number of Responses
1 1 (7.1%)
2 0 (0.0%)
3 1 (7.1%)
4 6 (42.9%)
5 6 (42.9%)
Total 14 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
the written exam? 4.1 1.1

Comment (help us interpret your grades!)
I think they represented the course fairly
- The hand-ins were much shorter and easier than I was used to, but they were therefore also less frustrating. And as one had the additional 
problems in the pdf (or the exercises in the book), there were enough exercises available. 
- The written exam was very fair (also that one could do the other parts of one exercise even if one couldn't get the result for e.g. the first part of 
it)
The exercises were too easy.
The hand ins did not represent the exam that much but no one stated such either.
I put a 3 on the written exam since I though the first question had an unfairly hard derivate. It took a very long time to do, and left very little time 
on the other questions. I know though that after previous courses that we should be able to derivate such equations. 
Maybe the hand-in exercises were a bit easy sometimes. But I can understand that it has to be like that for students without a solid background
in physics and maths.
The hand-in exercises were far too simple and did not prepare me at all for the exam. I would've liked the hand-ins to cover more. I would also 
like it if they were scheduled weekly to quickly get into the habit of doing them on specific days and handing them in, alternatively scheduled 
whenever we completed a chapter. It helps with the structure.



The focus of the course. 

Below are learning goals from the course plan. Mark how much focus these goals 
got during the course, compared to what you feel would be needed.

"The student..."

can work with tools from vector calculus, and use basic integral relations   
can work with tools from vector calculus, and use 
basic integral relations

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
1 (6.3%)

Appropriate 13 (81.3%)
1 (6.3%)

Unnecessarily high focus 1 (6.3%)
Total 16 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can work with tools from vector calculus, and use basic integral relations 3.1 0.6

can give conditions for, and describe properties of, hydrostatic equilibrium   
can give conditions for, and describe properties of,
hydrostatic equilibrium

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
1 (6.7%)

Appropriate 12 (80.0%)
2 (13.3%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)



Mean Standard Deviation
can give conditions for, and describe properties of, hydrostatic equilibrium 3.1 0.5

can explain the meaning of the Reynolds number, and when viscosity is important   
can explain the meaning of the Reynolds number, 
and when viscosity is important

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
5 (33.3%)

Appropriate 9 (60.0%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can explain the meaning of the Reynolds number, and when viscosity is important 2.7 0.6



can interpret the different terms in the Navier-Stokes equations   
can interpret the different terms in the 
Navier-Stokes equations

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
2 (13.3%)

Appropriate 11 (73.3%)
2 (13.3%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can interpret the different terms in the Navier-Stokes equations 3.0 0.5

can outline some basic properties of turbulence   
can outline some basic properties of 
turbulence

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
6 (40.0%)

Appropriate 8 (53.3%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can outline some basic properties of turbulence 2.7 0.6



can calculate equilibrium states for hydrostatic atmospheres   
can calculate equilibrium states for hydrostatic 
atmospheres

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
4 (26.7%)

Appropriate 10 (66.7%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can calculate equilibrium states for hydrostatic atmospheres 2.8 0.6

can apply laws of mechanics on continuous systems and work with velocity fields   
can apply laws of mechanics on continuous 
systems and work with velocity fields

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
2 (13.3%)

Appropriate 12 (80.0%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can apply laws of mechanics on continuous systems and work with velocity fields 2.9 0.5



can describe the origin of centrifugal- and Coriolis forces   
can describe the origin of centrifugal- and 
Coriolis forces

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
2 (13.3%)

Appropriate 12 (80.0%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can describe the origin of centrifugal- and Coriolis forces 2.9 0.5

can do applications of Coriolis forces on flows in rotating systems   
can do applications of Coriolis forces on flows in 
rotating systems

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
2 (13.3%)

Appropriate 12 (80.0%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)
Total 15 (100.0%)

Mean Standard Deviation
can do applications of Coriolis forces on flows in rotating systems 2.9 0.5



can calculate geostrophic flow from a pressure field and evaluate under what assumptions 
this is a good approximation to the flow   

can calculate geostrophic flow from a pressure field 
and evaluate under what assumptions this is a good 
approximation to the flow

Number of 
Responses

Much too low focus 0 (0.0%)
1 (6.7%)

Appropriate 13 (86.7%)
1 (6.7%)

Unnecessarily high focus 0 (0.0%)

Total
15 

(100.0%)

Mean
Standard 
Deviation

can calculate geostrophic flow from a pressure field and evaluate under what assumptions this is a good approximation 
to the flow 3.0 0.4

Comment
I felt that turbulence could be expanded upon. However, I understand the difficulty of the topic
I feel like that just doing the Hand ins, Nothing of this I can do. I recommend putting together a set of Questions that every Student must be 
able to answer after having taken that Course, Kind of like for a fictitious oral exam. That would really help for reading the text book.
information about the course and the information in the course literature was very good. I felt like I had a decent understanding of the concepts

Did you have enough prior knowledge for this course?
Did you have enough prior knowledge for 
this course?

Number of 
Responses

not at all 0 (0.0%)
not quite 2 (12.5%)
yes 10 (62.5%)
yes, the course was a bit easy 4 (25.0%)
I did not really learn anything new 0 (0.0%)
Total 16 (100.0%)



Mean Standard Deviation
Did you have enough prior knowledge for this course? 3.1 0.6

If your prior knowledge was not fairly appropriate, please comment!
What prior knowledge was missing/overlapping?
What is your background (year of higher education, relevant courses)?
as we were a very mixed group, I think it was a very good course where everybody could learn something or get more used to things one 
already knew
I recommend having taking at least electrodynamics or the math Course on Vector calculus.
I didn't know much at all but it wasn't necessary. Fluids are easy to visualize and we went through the mathematics thoroughly early on. no 
problem there
For us meteorologist much of the language used was not things we have learnt
The course gave me a good foundation in vector calculus, something I missed when doing FYTB13.

How much time have you spent on the course? (In total you are supposed to 
spend about 200 hours or 25 work-days on a 7.5 hp course)   

How much time have you spent on the course? (In 
total you are supposed to spend about 200 hours or 25
work-days on a 7.5 hp course)

Number of 
Responses

about 50 hours (25% of intended time) 1 (6.3%)
about 100 hours (50% of  intended time) 5 (31.3%)
about 150 hours (75% of  intended time) 7 (43.8%)
about 200 hours (100% of  intended time) 3 (18.8%)
about 250 hours (125% of  intended time) 0 (0.0%)
more 0 (0.0%)

Total
16 

(100.0%)

Mean
Standard 
Deviation

How much time have you spent on the course? (In total you are supposed to spend about 200 hours or 25 work-days
on a 7.5 hp course) 2.8 0.9



Comments (for example on the distribution of the workload and whether you feel you have been able to perform at the level you wanted to)
Due to me doing my bachelor's project at the same time it was hard for me to do the work needed. However, the workload felt appropriate and 
reasonable at all times of the course and had I not been doing my project at the same time I would have been able to do more.
I don't know the exact amount of hours I spent on the course but I'm quite sure it was less than 100% (I could do 22.5 hp without feeling 
stressed)
This is because we had so much problem with our meteorology course, so unfortunaly that took most of my time. Though I managed to pass 
the course. 
I definitely was a bit lazy with this course. If the hand-ins required more from me I would've spent more time on the course. This is my own 
fault, but it perhaps the most interesting flaw in today's students - we are lazy. A more strict, almost german-esque, structure would definitely 
help to eliminate this problem. You could argue and say it is the student's fault, and that would be fair. However, I believe a good teacher will 
always try to help teach the students how to fish, so to speak. Not by making the work load less, but by making it more structured. Mandatory 
hand-ins on a regular basis, which require a good amount of work, is in my eyes far better than a single question to answer once in a while. 
The single question is too specific to test the understanding of parts of the course

Discrimination and harassment

According to the Lund University Policy for gender equality, equal treatment and 
diversity, there is ”zero tolerance of discrimination”

Have you become aware of any cases of discrimination or harassment during the 
course? If so please indicate in what way?   

Discrimination and harassment

According to the Lund University Policy for gender equality, equal treatment and diversity, there is ”zero tolerance of discrimination”

Have you become aware of any cases of discrimination or harassment during the course? If so please indicate in what way?
Not aware of anything
No, I haven't become aware of any cases of discrimination at all.
No.
No.
No.
no
No



Equal treatment

According to theLund University Policy for gender equality, equal treatment and 
diversity, everyone has the right to be "treated with respect and consideration and
being given the opportunity to develop on the basis of his or her personal 
circumstances".

Do you think that everyone has been given equal opportunities during the 
course? If not, please specify in what way? Suggestions for improvements are 
also welcome.   

Equal treatment

According to theLund University Policy for gender equality, equal treatment and diversity, everyone has the right to be "treated with respect 
and consideration and being given the opportunity to develop on the basis of his or her personal circumstances".

Do you think that everyone has been given equal opportunities during the course? If not, please specify in what way? Suggestions for 
improvements are also welcome.
I think everyone has been treated fairly
Yes, I think that everybody has been given equal opportunities.
Yes.
Yes.
Yes.
yes

What did you particularly like with the course?   
What did you particularly like with the course?
The mini experiments to show stuff was good
The structure, to first start with vector calculus to then move on with application. It made you comfortable with vector calculus so you were able 
to then to focus on the physics behind the more advance problemes 
The lectures and the lecturer! They were very informative and helped a lot with conceptualisation of a topic that can be hard to grasp.
the reference to every day's life
it is easy to have a theory vs reality idea
Patrik is enthusiastic.
All the mindblowing effects which were presented in nearly all of the lectures. So much fun.
The excercise sessions.
it was not so stressfull, so I could enjoy it. I liked the many applications and that Patrik sometimes brought something to the lecture.
Patrik's cheerful spirit
The lectures with Patrik.
The lectures were given in a very interesting way.

What in the course do you think could improve?   
What in the course do you think could improve?
Chapter 13 with the tubes. Somehow I couldn’t calculate pipes. Also linearized waves and larval nozzle are some concept which were quite 
hard to understand. If perhaps more focus on them with some application it would be great. 
Not anything I can think of right now
nothing
Patrik could make more effort to check on the Student's understanding.
Nothing.
Some clarifications on some derivations, sometimes I felt like it was a bit hard for me.
I would appreciate if the course was less based on the book (because I didn't like it)
the hand-ins
Sometimes the lectures were becoming too technical. Long derivations are not needed as long as we have them in the lecture notes. Concepts
and examples, on the other hand, give a much better understanding of the material.



Other comments (both positive and negative) on the course?   
Other comments (both positive and negative) on the course?
A great course
Thank you for a very good course!
Rock on
Please encourage astronomy students to take this course in the second year and electromagnetism in the third year


