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Helen Khudhur  
Course evaluation  

Course Evaluation of Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

Overall course evaluation  
 

Although this is my first course within GIS and Disaster Risk and Climate Change, it felt like I have 
studied this before; thanks to the tutors' excellent work to introduce this interesting course, it was 
easy to grasp for new students. As a person, I have always been interested in climate change topics 
because it's fascinating, in my opinion, but I had never had the opportunity to get hands-on 
experience and learn about the topic until I took the course. Looking back at the course from a 
general view, I would say that I enjoyed the content: the recorded video lectures, the reading 
materials, and the assignments. The course taught me the fundamental concepts of risk assessment 
studies related to exposure, vulnerability, and risk. I can now say that I am well familiar with QGIS 
that would give me an edge later if I were to continue studying in the same field.  

There is undoubtedly a wide room for improvement that can be worked on to make this course even 
better. To have a clear structure, I will divide my specific evaluation of the different parts separately.  

 

Evaluation of specific parts of the course  
 

• Lectures  
The video lectures were very enjoyable and insightful. I was pleased with how good the recorded 
classes were; with their clear sound, it was clear from the technical perspective. However, the videos 
couldn't be played at the start of the course, which was quite frustrating until I found out that they 
do not work on chrome. If this is always the case, I recommend writing a note on the new students' 
course page. Another point that could be stressful is the fact that not all the videos are in one 
format. Some videos are in one format, and others might open an external platform to play them. 
For example, the first lecture of the Core module 1 vs 3rd lecture of the same core module opened 
differently on my browser.  

• Content  
When it comes to evaluating the content of the lectures, the reading materials, the assignments, and 
the coursebook, I found it very good in general. The lectures' content was very interesting for me as 
a beginner and helped me understand the theoretical parts of the course. I like that the lecturers 
give a short introduction to new topics at the beginning of the lectures; this makes the overall 
content easier to absorb and comprehend. However, sometimes the content was too much and 
unexpected. Sometimes it was hard to understand everything because it was just too much at once. I 
got a lot of help from the book as a guide when I found myself lost from the lectures or while doing 
the assignments.  

All in all, the content was varied and didn't encounter frequent repetitiveness. It used different 
sources to deliver knowledge which ultimately means higher achievements of the aims and goals of 
the course. Not only that, but the quality of the source was high. The research articles or conference 
summaries/agreements were very interesting and insightful. For example, I didn't know about the 
Paris Agreement and Kyoto protocol that I had only heard about before.  



Helen Khudhur  
Course evaluation  

• Assignment  
Most of the assignments had detailed instructions to be completed. I particularly appreciated the 
step-by-step instructions that helped me quite a lot; an example of such assignments is core module 
1. This method of formulating the assignments and their content made it easy for me to get used to 
the software and tools. On the other hand, I encountered several assignments that had little to no 
instructions. For instance, module 2.1. The activity was too difficult for me to understand and then 
to get started and complete. What I recommend is, by using your discretion in such assignments, 
there should be 2 parts to an assignment. The first part should be "a walkthrough assignment", and 
that's by using the step-by-step method. The second part should be asking the student to conduct a 
similar assignment with very similar data. I am also aware that this can be considered repetitive, but 
it can be avoided by preparing the assignments that would ultimately achieve this goal of practice by 
doing. This is because, in essence, we should try to avoid too much step-by-step guidance that might 
limit the student's creativity and independent thought process. At the same, we allow such step by 
step as a part of the learning process that gives confidence to the students and will enable them to 
become familiar with the software or even the assignment entirely.  

Moreover, regarding Module 3's assignment, I didn't understand the intention or its relation to the 
module taught. I highly recommend a review of the assignment for better learning results. In 
addition to that, I would also like to highlight that I tried to do that final project, but I, unfortunately, 
couldn't. It had Too little information/instructions for me to understand what it requested, so I 
couldn't start with the project; I, therefore, skipped it for that reason.  

I tried to do that final project, but unfortunately, I couldn't. Due to the short time and limited 
information/instructions for me to understand what it requests, I couldn't start with the project; 
therefore, I skipped it for that reason.  

 

• Timeline  
One other crucial aspect of the course that I would like to evaluate is the timeline of the course in 
general, as well as the specific parts of the course. It is great that the course is divided into easily 
differentiated modules; however, allocating a week (one week) period for each module is too short. 
It's short in terms of the time it takes to go through the lectures, the reading materials, and the 
assignments. Adding to that, the time it takes for lecturers to reply to the assignment. I, therefore, 
think that the timeline for the course is too short for what's assigned. It takes a lot of time to learn 
and understand, but even more, time to do the assignments. Even though I really enjoyed the 
assignments, and they helped me a lot, I do, however, think the assignments like the "Basic 
cartographic principles" in the Core Module 1 are too long. The assignment is 77 pages. This is just 
one of them. Furthermore, I also found that sometimes lecturers answer the assignments quickly, 
and other times, it might take 1-2 weeks for an answer, and some do not answer at all. Since it's the 
first time this course has been given to students, there is no harm. But if future students experience 
the same, they might become disappointed, which will lower the satisfaction in general. To 
summarise, I recommend you shorten the length of the assignments and increase the allocated time 
for each module. Otherwise, the other option would be to decrease the given content to students, 
fewer lectures, shorter assignments, etc. It's crucial to note that the content is not overwhelming 
and becomes unnecessary; it's the amount of content relative to the allocated time.  

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

 

Aim: The aim of the course is to provide in-depth knowledge and understanding 
about different disasters that can be expected to occur in a coastal region of southern 
Africa as a result of more erratic and extreme climate events. It also provides the 
student with the fundamental concepts used in the risk assessment studies, namely 
exposure, vulnerability, and risk. A particular class of risks, related with hydrological 
phenomena, is addressed in theory and in practice using GIS/RS tools. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Helen Khudhur  

Email: heleenalhakim@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Bcs in Physics  

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 
course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Yes, I believe that the aim has been reached. All in all, I really enjoyed the course  

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The workload was too high for the allocated weeks. That’s why I was forced to finish 
it a bit later than what had been planned.  

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments: These were my strongest weeks, as these were very clear and 
straightforward. They were also easy for me to understand and follow and allowed 
me to think creatively. I really enjoyed these modules; their content and assignments 
were very interesting.  

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

It was pretty challenging to understand and start the project. Otherwise, I really 
enjoyed the course.  

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

I recommend decreasing the number of assignments in Core module 1. I found them 
to be too many and quite time-consuming.  

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

I recommend adding even more discussions and materials regarding the politics of 
this course. I understand that it’s not the main aim of the course, but adding a small 
section that discusses the challenges of politics and regulations in climate change 
would add another aspect to the knowledge.  

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 
Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 
fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 



 
 

 
 

Comments:  

 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

The quality of the reading materials and presentations was very high and 
straightforward. The extra reading material, in particular, I enjoyed pretty much.  

 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Amazing course!  It was enjoyable, insightful,  

triggers creative thinking, and most importantly, very related to our current life.  

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 
quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

 

Aim: The aim of the course is to provide in-depth knowledge and understanding 
about different disasters that can be expected to occur in a coastal region of southern 
Africa as a result of more erratic and extreme climate events. It also provides the 
student with the fundamental concepts used in the risk assessment studies, namely 
exposure, vulnerability, and risk. A particular class of risks, related with hydrological 
phenomena, is addressed in theory and in practice using GIS/RS tools. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Miguel Albino 

Email: themiguel.albino@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Bachelor’s degree in Geological and 
Mining Engineering 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 
course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: Since I had many things to do in my main course of studies, the workload 
was fairly higher than I was expecting it to be. 

 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  



 
 

 
 

Comments: In my opinion, these weeks were the strongest because the themes were 
more interesting to me. It was more about doing things and learning new programs 
or trying more focused things in software that I had worked on before. The workload 
was not enormous neither the lectures if I recall. 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments: It was too big to complete in the supposed timeline. The workload was 
enormous and most lectures were too big. I liked the GIS part and the beginning of 
the RS one but I think that most of the RS part is not really needed and isn’t even 
used in the rest of the course. Even though this is the first module I skipped it for as 
long as I could. Most of my RS exercises were not done when I finished doing my 
practical exercise in module 6. 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

Mainly from 1.8 to 1.11. These parts were not appealing to me and I did not feel the 
absence of them or difficulties from not having completed their respective activities 
when completing the rest of the course. These felt more like extra information and I 
had real problems when completing these exercises. 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

Perhaps a more sustained use of qgis throughout the course. I say this because the 
only time where we really ‘play’ with qgis is the first week and then is directly the 
project. A constant use of the program would provide future students with more 
confidence to solve the project with more expertise, depth and less experimentation. 

I would split week 1 into 2 or 3 modules. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 
Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 Comments: The GIS part was accessible since in my degree I had a course on GIS, I 
had more complications with google earth and some with SNAP but overall it was 
quite accessible. 

 



 
 

 
 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 
fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: the only complain I have is the duration of some of the videos. I would 
rather see 3 or 4 videos of 5/10 minutes that one of 30 or more minutes. I say this 
because this allows for better time management from the student and when checking 
the ones that we saw it gives a better sense of progression in the course checking 4 
small videos that one big one  

 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: I’m more of a visual learner so I mostly looked at the presentations and I 
really liked them.  

 

 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: Some of them require a bit too much time and attention to be fair. Again, 
I would prefer to do 2 small exercises of 30min/1 hour than one 2 or 3 hour exercise. 
Also, it is practical for the student to have everything he needs available at the 
moodle platform instead of having to search for it sometimes. 

 

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 
quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 



 
 

 
 

First, for a bit of context I did this course at the same time I was doing my 
main course and extracurricular activities so I had a lot of workload and that is why I 
could not complete it. My main course already had some subjects that delved into 
some themes that were mentioned throughout the course therefore in some parts I 
already knew what I was supposed to do or already had listened some concepts 
before. 

First week I went in with a lot of energy: I did not have many tests or things to 
think about so in terms of time management great to do. Some lectures were a bit too 
big but nothing that speeding it 1.5x would not solve. I would take notes of the things 
and practical exercises of GIS were interesting although I had some problems in 
finding the metadata in some of them (those would be solved later). The practical 
exercises of this part in the first module were easy to me (the ones I did) just to 
remember how to work with a GIS and learn the technicalities of QGIS as I 
previously only worked with ARCGIS. (I think that ending this part of the module 
with a map done by ourselves is a great conclusion. I felt really proud of what I did) 

The RS part as I said I had the interest in it and the beginning was interesting 
because I would have a subject solely about that in the future and it was great to 
know something in advance.   

Unfortunately, at some point it got fairly boring and complicated for me and 
in the context of what I read of the other modules it felt like extra knowledge that I 
would not apply in the rest of the course so I skipped to next modules. 

Modules 2 and 3 for me were easy and straightforward with new information 
and the exercises were clear and doable. The lectures were fine as well and the 
context is important because when we talk about climate change we often tend to 
forget that this is a global problem and therefore involves some politics. It was 
interesting to also know the concepts of vulnerability and risk better defined. Just 
one note: these two weeks felt similar but by completing them, I felt a sense of 
progression, perhaps the same could be applied to the first module. 

Week 4 for me was interesting as I was having at the same time hydrogeology 
and was enjoying it. It was fun to know these things in advance and I enjoyed the 
exercise. (In general, I liked the exercise that pushed me to think of 
solutions/situations/problems as I enjoy investing in my analytical and creative 
capabilities). The lectures, once again were a little too big for my taste as I prefer 
more videos with less duration to manage my time better, to feel like I am 
progressing and to keep my focus.  

It was also around this time that my semester grew absolutely chaotic and the 
time I had to complete assignments and seeing lectures grew grew really short. 

Week 5 was one of my favorites although I have heard some concepts 
mentioned in the lectures of my previously done courses but as I liked those parts 
then, I was not bothered to hear them again. The lecture was interesting and not too 
long. As for the exercises, I enjoyed doing the first one (but I would rather do it 
myself in GIS and see the results than explain what I would do in GIS) and the 
second one, to be fair I felt like it was excessive work.  



 
 

 
 

Reading a whole thesis, making 3 maps of multiple info and answering 3 
questions is almost as much work as I had doing the final project. I felt like skipping 
this one too until I had no other things I could do. 

Week 6 was fairly interesting as well but the opposite of week 5. In this case I 
really enjoyed the practical exercise and ‘playing’ with HEC-HMS. In this case I 
avoided the lectures or saw them just in order to complete the exercise due to my 
limited time to do stuff and I fared pretty well in the exercise. Here I will put one 
note that I will extend to week 7. 

The tutorial lectures were in Portuguese and for me it is fine as I am a native 
speaker, but for someone who is not it is quite frustrating that the material that is 
supposed to help him is in a language he cannot understand with ease as it would 
triple the effort needed to understand a certain concept or having to search for a way 
to understand by himself using google. 

Finally the project. I really liked ending the course this way as I enjoy working 
in GIS but at the same time felt weird because it was the first time I was really 
opening the program to do things by myself after the GIS module was 6 weeks ago 
(for me it was far more than that) and there was not a continuous use of QGIS 
throughout the course in practical exercises (some had but it wasn’t much). The 
project was easy to understand and de difficulty and time investment was 
appropriate in my opinion. I have never done a poster presentation before and it was 
fun to do as well. It gave a real sense of closure and completion and felt adequate to 
end the course this way. 

One thing that once again I felt strange is that this course has RS mentioned in 
various parts but in the final project we do not have to use it almost. 

Another complain again about non Portuguese speaking students is that some 
layers (namely the soil types) the soil types were in Portuguese and that make the 
understanding of the work more difficult for non-Portuguese speakers or people that 
have some knowledge of the language but surely do not know the words for things as 
specific as soil types in Portuguese. 

All and all, although I have not completed some lectures in this course either 
by lack of time to do them or not getting answers either fast enough or in some cases 
still waiting for them. The course was fun and I feel like I learned something new and 
sharpened my skills namely in GIS.  

I feel like the workload in some cases is unbalanced but not something that in 
some exercises cannot be corrected, the platform to submit exercises worked always 
fine (except for the project where I could not submit the shapefiles and layers I used 
in GIS to do the project). 

The lectures were fine but sometimes too long (I really enjoyed in some cases 
the option to watch in Portuguese some lectures but always having the English 
option). 

I have never done an online course before so I do not have experience to 
compare situations but for all that counts, I learned new things, was always treated 



 
 

 
 

with warmth and respect by the teachers and for the most part I felt that things were 
accessible to me, in terms of learning materials, explanations, and if I had doubts 
with them usually the teachers helped my with my doubts. 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

 

Aim: The aim of the course is to provide in-depth knowledge and understanding 

about different disasters that can be expected to occur in a coastal region of southern 

Africa as a result of more erratic and extreme climate events. It also provides the 

student with the fundamental concepts used in the risk assessment studies, namely 

exposure, vulnerability, and risk. A particular class of risks, related with hydrological 

phenomena, is addressed in theory and in practice using GIS/RS tools. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Télcia Fernando Manhique 

Email: telcia.manhique@unilurio.ac.mz/fmtelcia@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Master in Ecology 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1    2  3 X  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1 X  2  3  4  5 

 6 X  7  None   

 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  



 
 

 
 

Module 2:  Has complex exercises related to remoting sensing and image 

classification. 

Module 7: The exercise given as a project with the topics covered are not in 

agreement. 

 

 

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2 X  3 X  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments: Explicit, clear exercises and teachers that clarify doubts very well. And 

also for having knowledge in the field. 

 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

It’s not necessary omit some parts of the course because all contents are very 

important to achieve the course aims. 

 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

The practical lecture on image classification and remote sensing, we use SNAP, and 

is very new platform for me and for my colleague. It would be advantageous if they 

included QGIS. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2 X  3  4  5 

 

 



 
 

 
 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3 X  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

 

 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

 

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

In this course I learned the definition of spatial data, which have two primary 

formats raster/matrix and vector/vector. The raster format is based on a grid of cells 

structure, while the vector format is more like a linemap. Each data format has its 

advantages and disadvantages. I also studied Basic projections and coordinate 

systems, Attribute handling and spatial operations and Basic cartographic principles. 

With these last chapters I can make well-structured maps with respective legends. 



 
 

 
 

I studied remote sensing, which is the technology that makes it possible to obtain 

images and other types of data from the earth's surface, by capturing and recording 

the energy reflected or emitted by the surface. Remote sensing handles the 

treatment, storage and analysis of the collected data, in order to better understand 

the phenomena existing on the monitored surface. 

This technique is capable of revealing geographic and even historical data on natural 

spaces, such as the distribution of forest areas and the advance of deforestation in a 

given region. 

This technology can also be used to follow the growth of urban areas and monitor the 

most diverse plantations and agricultural crops, among numerous other functions 

and risk mapping, controlling hurricanes, erosion and floods. And later, it is possible 

to assess the impacts of natural disasters and create strategies for prevention. 

There are a passive sensor that depends on an external electromagnetic radiation 

source to operate and an active sensor that has its own electromagnetic radiation 

source. 

From the exercises performed on the SNAP platform, it was possible to verify that 

Images generated by remote sensors, whether aerial photographs or satellite images, 

are subject to a series of spatial distortions, with no cartographic precision regarding 

the positioning of the objects, surfaces or phenomena represented in them. 

About climate change, I studied causes of natural hazard (movement of water and 

air, movement of rocks and soil), tipy of natural hazard (tropical cyclone events, 

flood, drought, epidemic). 

I also studied exposure, vulnerability, risk evolution, and natural hazard mitigation 

(pre-event and post-event) and natural risk hazard mapping. 

With these contents it was possible to understand that GIS and remote sensing data 

collection management and display and hazards maps show the level of hazard. 

I also studied tipy off scenarios, models and base data. 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

 

Aim:The aim of the course is to provide in-depth knowledge and understanding 

about different disasters that can be expected to occur in a coastal region of southern 

Africa as a result of more erratic and extreme climate events. It also provides the 

student with the fundamental concepts used in the risk assessment studies, namely 

exposure, vulnerability, and risk. A particular class of risks, related with hydrological 

phenomena, is addressed in theory and in practice using GIS/RS tools. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Rosário António Mário 

Email: micaeladorosario@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Master’s Degree in Ecology 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The aim has been reached well in this course and reached my expectative as 

applicant.  

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The workload of the course was high attending the type of students (workers and 

family-heads)  

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7 None   

 



 
 

 
 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

These modules/weeks are strongest because it gives the basic aspects of climate 

changes and shows the basic tools for their management. 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7 None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

I think all parties are important and should continue. What I think should happen is 

the revision of the first part (module 1). This part presents many contents that at 

some point are not perceptible by those who are beginners and do not facilitate the 

resolution of exercises and the consolidation of knowledge 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

According of the partnership with Mozambican Universities, the material given for 

consult may appear in two languages to help the understanding of the different 

languages applicants. In my humble opinion the video presentation must appear in 

two languages (English and Portuguese). 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  



 
 

 
 

I classify so because some videos were not audible and others were so long what lost 

the essential and compromised the understanding. 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Generally, the quality of the contents and reading materials was very good, but in the 

presentations some teachers referred us to YouTube tutorials and gave no 

explanation in order to dispel our doubts which somehow contributed to the weak 

consolidation of the module proposed contents and the failure to solve the exercises 

and assessments. 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Some modules are too new for a number of applicants. Contrary to this, teachers 

recommend very complex exercises that do not facilitate the learning of students, 

which is their purpose, in addition to serving as an assessment tool. However, virtual 

teaching has always had its shortcomings and should not be considered "everything" 

in new aspects as is the case of some modules inserted in this course. 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The course is very good and important mainly for the faculty of educational 

institutions in the country looking at the situation that Mozambique has been 

through in recent times with the extreme events caused by climate change. This adds 

know how on how to recognize, evaluate and deal with natural disasters, being an 

essential tool for minimizing these phenomena especially in vulnerable areas as 

Mozambique. 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 



 
 

 
 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about2 pages report is expected). 

According to the objectives of the course, it answered expectations and equipped 

students with knowledge related to natural disasters. 

In this course, I learned the most used concepts when it comes to natural disasters 

such as vulnerability, risk and exposure. I also learned to recognize threatened areas 

by these realities through the evaluation made using tools used in this area of 

knowledge, namely using the software QGIS, HEC-HMS and HEC-RAS, Sentinel and 

Google Earth Engine (GEE). 

I learned how to process data and predict the risks that certain regions can take 

through the use of the available data and its modeling in the respective programs 

provided for this purpose and according to the type of data made available by the 

global platforms. I also learned to access data of various natures (e.g. hydrological, 

geospatial, ecological, etc.) available in the various databases of the world's data 

storage platforms. 

In a result, I learned the handling that can be made of water and its usefulness as 

well as the consequences that can result from its miss management. 

The quality of lectures  

The lectures given were very good and interesting, which helped mainly in the 

achievement of the knowledge proposed for each module, despite the lack of 

objectivism in some contents. For this item, some teachers referred us very long 

tutorials of the youtube platform, without elaborating abstracts for the essential 

content desired. It should also be noted that some lectures were of poor hearing and 

others completely without song, which hindered their perception consequently 

difficulties in preparing the exercises related to them. But in general, the lectures 

were up to the subjects and objectives recommended for each module. 

The quality of exercises  

The exercises had the desired quality in just over fifty percent. Some of the exercises 

were distorted, presenting a wide range of transformations that do not offer comfort 

to those who are beginners of certain software used in the course. 

In my poor opinion, the exercises should ask for the basics for carrying out the 

exercises and not include actions that require a lot of mastery for their realization, 



 
 

 
 

understanding that these actions could be improved with time after finishing the 

course, combined with the fact that most students do not have much time and 

sometimes the internet is not of good quality for those who require a connection to it 

to its realization. 

Some exercises called for activities outside of what was taught, such as the project, 

which did not facilitate its realization by the students. 

Final student evaluation   

With regard to the final assessment, in my view, it should not only consider the 

successful execution of the exercises, but should consider the intention and attempt 

to carry out them by the practitioners and the participation of the lessons on the 

platform and not to bring all the water down just because it cannot finish some 

exercises.  

For some students like me, they were unable to finish some exercises for reasons of 

not being able to overcome certain mistakes when executing the commands in some 

exercises and not having had the support to overcome them, but never lacked the 

intention to finish them.   

At times we were abandoned by certain teachers when we asked for support or never 

had a factor that led to failure in some activities. 

The students did their best and just did not finish with some exercises because they 

did not have exits to do so. 

I continue to participate in the lessons on the platform and trying to finish the 

exercises that have been sent to their improvement, I just can't solve the problems by 

not having around or immediately a guideline for their solution, in any case I 

continue to study and working on the activities. 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

 

Aim: The aim of the course is to provide in-depth knowledge and understanding about 

different disasters that can be expected to occur in a coastal region of southern Africa 

as a result of more erratic and extreme climate events. It also provides the student with 

the fundamental concepts used in the risk assessment studies, namely exposure, 

vulnerability, and risk. A particular class of risks, related with hydrological 

phenomena, is addressed in theory and in practice using GIS/RS tools. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Bionídio Enoque Banze 

Email: bionidiobanze@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Disaster Risk and Climate Change 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this course? 

(1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: Yes, the objective was achieved, as we learned the essentials about GIS, 

RS, climate change, application of GIS and RS for hydrological modeling and in the 

end it was possible to do a project on the mapping of susceptibility to flood risk in the 

river basin Buzi.   

 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: The workload was a little heavy, especially in the first module. It's a lot of 

content to assimilate, especially for those who have the first contact with the tools 

used.  

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   
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4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments: All modules were great, I can't indicate one better than the other because 

they are complementary, each one having its importance. 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments: No module was weak for me, all were important. 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

None. 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

I would like more explanation in the part about downloading Sentinel data and using 

the Google Earth Engine. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 

5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: The classes are great and the videos are of good quality. 
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11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good)  

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: The material is good, contains almost all information and tutorials very 

useful to help with exercises. 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: The exercises are very good, some with a high level of difficulty, but they 

cover all the course material. 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: The course was very good, it was possible to learn the essentials and in 

depth the disaster risk and climate change. 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

Overall the course was very good, as it was possible to learn a lot about the risk of 

disasters and climate change. The course was divided into seven modules, the last 

module being the flood susceptibility mapping project in the Búzi river basin. 

The first module was the most demanding in terms of workload, as the topics were 

many and almost everything was new, from the software to the content itself. The first 

part of Module 1 (part about GIS) was very interesting because it was possible to learn 

a lot about GIS, from the difference between vectors and rasters, geographic systems 

and different types of projections to spatial and cartographic operations that can be 

performed using the QGIS. The theoretical and practical material was very didactic 

and easy to understand and assimilate. In the second part of Module 1 (part about RS) 

it was the most difficult I had during the course, in this part the theoretical content 

addresses the basics on the principles of remote sensing and the principles of 

processing images obtained by remote sensors (active and passive). However, I had a 

lot of difficulty in the practical part, especially when it came to downloading Sentinel-

2 data to solve the exercises. I found the SNAP tool for image processing and also the 

Google Earth Engine (GEE) very powerful. 

In the second module, risk and vulnerability to disasters were introduced, where we 

learned how to assess risk and vulnerability to disasters. The Sendai framework and 

the UN sustainability goals for reducing the level of vulnerability to disaster risk were 
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also introduced. The theoretical material in this module was great and the exercises 

were a synthesis of everything that was learned. 

In the third module, we learned about the United Nations Convection for Climate 

Change (UNFCC) which was a treaty signed with the objective of reducing the 

concentration of greenhouse gases. We talked about the Kyoto Protocol, which held 

the most developed countries responsible for climate change. We are also talking about 

the Paris Agreement, which instead of the Kyoto Protocol, states that all countries 

must take action to reduce the concentration of greenhouse gases and limit global 

warming below 2°C and preferably below 1.5° C. Also in this module, we learn about 

climate future projections and the different scenarios that are used to make these 

future projections. 

In the fourth module, we learn about the use and management of water. We learned 

how water has always been important to humanity, its main applications and how we 

can manage it. We also learned the basics of the water cycle. The practical exercise 

article addressed an interesting topic about assessing water quality and quantity using 

future scenarios based on climate and social habits, an interesting approach as it alerts 

us to how human behavior can influence future water quantity and quality. 

In the fifth module, we learn about the application of GIS and RS in hydrological 

modelling. We learned how we can do stream delineation and how we can use 

hydrological data to assess drought. In this case, we are based on the master's thesis 

by Sandra Domingos Sambo, who studied the Spatio-temporal drought characteristics 

in the Limpopo basin from 1918 to 2018 using the Standardized Precipitation 

Evaporation Index (SPEI). In the exercise we used SPEI data from the Limpopo Basin 

to assess drought and compare with Sandra's study. 

In the sixth module, we saw the second part of the application of GIS and RS in 

hydrological modeling. In this module we learn how HEC-HMS is a powerful tool for 

managing watersheds. We learned how flood analysis can be done using the software. 

In the practical exercise, an assessment of the flood risk of Infulene watershed was 

made, it was possible to simulate how the flow, discharge and flow of water in the valley 

would be, varying the values of soil impermeability and slope. 

Finally, in the seventh module, a flood susceptibility mapping project was carried out 

in the Buzi river basin using the AHP method. It is an interesting exercise, as we show 

how we can map flood risk based on a series of data such as elevation, slope, land 

use/cover, hydrology and soil type. 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Spatial Modelling for Disaster Analysis (CIDMA20) 

 

Aim: This course aims at providing an in‐depth knowledge and skills on the use of 

Geographic Information System (GIS), Remote Sensing (RS) and Spatial Modelling 

for effective disaster risk analysis, vulnerability assessment, mitigation, and 

management.  Students will learn geospatial information science and technology 

related concepts, techniques, algorithms, and tools that can be used for Disaster Risk 

Management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Sandra Domingos Sambo 

Email: sandrasambo11@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Master in Geomatic 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Yes, the aim  of the course has been reached. 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: The workload was high. I think 7 weeks is not enough to perform the 

course on time. Unless the if the students are concentrated on doing only this course 
at time 

 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  



 
 

 
 

Comments:  

I have never worked with cellular automata before. 1 week to understand how does it 

work was not enough for me. I probably more time to understand how does it work. 

 

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments: There is no weakest course, I think all of them are important to conduct 

the course in easy way.  

 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

Well the course has a lot of exercise I think the seminar module can be removed from 

the course because we already have much work to do. And it is important to 

understand all the steps we conducted during the course instead of doing all 

assignments in order to finish all the exercise on time. There is a much pressure on 

other modules of the course so maybe would be good to remove the seminar module. 

Or Instead of read many articles and summarize maybe this module can be substituted 

by another seminar module more related to the course. Find some solution for a 

problem that can be solved using Remote Sensing and GIS and present in the seminar 
module. 

 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

I think everything is all right.  

 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 



 
 

 
 

  

 

The course is not too complicate but I realize during the course that some knowledge 

in programing is necessary. For my knowledge, the course was not too complicate 

since I have some GIS and programming skills.  For people that do not have any 
experience in programing the course will be very complicate. 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 
fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: very good. It is just need a high internet quality to play the videos. 

 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: very good 

 

 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: very good. Just recommend to teacher to review all exercises and run the 

scripts before given them to the students. And also to review all the links of the exercise 

most of them are not working I had to find some solutions by myself.  

 

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments: It is a very nice course. I enjoyed doing the course and I learned a lot 
during this 4 months. 

 

 



 
 

 
 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

The course itself is very good. I learned a lot. 

It is interesting to see how the content are organized. The first module is related to 

introduction of GIS and Remote Sensing. 

 The first topic is very easy and well structured, just some comments related to  the 

topic: the time given of one week to conclude the introductory modules of GIS and RS 

is very short. There are 10 exercises in this module, it would be difficult to conclude 

them within the first week. Ideally would be nice to have 1 week to perform each 

exercise, of course depending on the complexity of the exercise. Some exercises are 

very long and during the execution of the same we can easily get lost, I speak in 

particular of exercise – Basic cartographic principles- QGIS –  that has more than 70 

pages. In my particular case I had to redo the exercise three times in order to do it 

successfully. Not to mention that some links provided in the exercise do not work, I 

had to investigate on my own different sites for the acquisition of data. 

About the Remote Sensing module all the lectures are well structured and the quality 

of the videos is very good. Most of the exercise are clear, the only comment is related 

to the scripts and also links for data acquisitions, I found some errors while running 

the scripts and some links were not working (Active sensor exercise, I had to use 

another dataset for different study area in order to conclude the assignment).  

The Introduction to Spatial Analysis I module is very clear both the lectures, videos 

and exercise. It very clear what should we do in the exercise. I liked the challenge of 

the exercise depending on the different decision making we can find different results 

for the assignment this help us as students to understand the importance of make good 

decisions in order to find a solution for a problem in GIS. 

The Advanced Spatial Analysis I module is also very clear. Very nice exercise it is good 

to understand how different values for a specific phenomena is related to itself (or by 

values surrounding each other), the exercise is a good exercise to understand pattern 

around values. How different values change according to its characteristics and 

distance.  

 



 
 

 
 

In the Advanced Spatial Analysis II module I learned different techniques of data 

interpolations. And how to validate the results. It was also good to learn how to 

interpret outliers in a dataset and the importance of clear the data in order to get a 

better results in the analysis. I liked to use the MGWR technique, which can be used to 

calibrate geographically weighted regression (GWR) and multi-scale geographically weighted 

regression (MGWR) models, taking in account the relationship between the variables. It is a 

very interesting assignment.  

 

The Advanced Spatial Modelling Module it is a very interesting topic, although In my point of 

view is the most complex module of the course. The lectures are very well structure although 

they are a little complex and not easy to understand. For the exercise we must understand 

programming in order to develop a program such as the game of life assignment. I have never 

used  NetLogo before and seems to me to be a very interesting program, seems to be easy to 

great some button and give some action to the button in order to create an interactive program. 

 

Remote Sensing for Disaster Monitoring and Damage Assessment: very interesting exercise. 

Although the scripts are incomplete, I had to investigate ways to get the script running. also 

requires programming knowledge. 

 

Spatial Modelling for Disaster Risk Analysis: very interesting module. Everything is clear. 

I enjoyed doing both the exercises: Wildfire Modeling and Burn Severity Mapping. 

  

One thing that I really liked in the course is the usage of open source programs such 

as QGIS and Google Engine. It was very good to see how can we process and find 

solutions of spatial phenomena using google engine, and the best thing ever is that we 

do not need to download huge amount of data to our computer.  I used other programs 

that I have never used before and they are all very interesting. 

The quality of lectures is very good. Just some issues during the exercises. I had some 

problems to solving some of the assignment this is because some scripts were not 

running and other links were not working.  I had to find solution for all the issues by 

my own.  

I would like to recommend the teacher to run all the scripts and test all the given links 

before given them to the students if is it possible. Because we are not experts  in 

https://moodle-cidma.gis.lu.se/pluginfile.php/308/mod_folder/content/0/Project%202.1_Wildfire%20Modeling.pdf?forcedownload=1


 
 

 
 

programming then instead of taking one week to perform an exercise this may take 

more time than expected because we need to put more effort solving problems related 

to data that are not available and scripts that are not running.  

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Spatial Modelling for Disaster Analysis (CIDMA20) 

 

Aim: This course aims at providing an in‐depth knowledge and skills on the use of 

Geographic Information System (GIS), Remote Sensing (RS) and Spatial Modelling 

for effective disaster risk analysis, vulnerability assessment, mitigation, and 

management.  Students will learn geospatial information science and technology 

related concepts, techniques, algorithms, and tools that can be used for Disaster Risk 

Management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Joacim Gärds 

Email: joacimgards@hotmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Master’s Degree in Geoinformation 

Technology, Geoinformatics 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

I believe most exercises and labs are relevant to reach the aim of the course, with 

some exceptions. A few seminar articles and the cellular automata exercise was the 

only parts that I do not think is relevant. 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

It gives the user a lot of room to use GIS to solve real-life problems and make own 

decisions that affects the result. This is the far superior way of learning in contrast 

of following a basic tutorial with strict steps. 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

This module is very interesting and requires little knowledge in programming to 

create this phenomena and have a running "algorithm" application, which is good 

considering there has not been much programming in previous sections of the 

course. 

However, I am unsure if the lab is suitable in this course, which focuses on spatial 

modelling for disaster analysis. Of course, the game of life aims to mimic real-

world behaviors and the theory behind it very interesting but I do not see an 

application for this in the future work area of the students taking this course. 

I may be wrong, but I think instead of focusing on complex systems and cellular 

automata, the focus should perhaps be on geospatial data analysis and there are 

many examples of disasters that can be tracked/modelled/simulated and be more 

relevant to this course. 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

I believe that some labs in Google Earth Engine can be omitted. The steps to 

complete the labs are very strict and to people with little programming experience 

the labs may perhaps not expand the knowledge in programming or using GEE. I 

believe that starting off with more simple GEE labs where the “solution” is not 

attached in the instruction could be good, to get a hang of the format and have one 

or two more difficult tasks where the current format is kept. 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

I believe that all necessary parts considering spatial modelling are covered. 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 



 
 

 
 

Comments:  

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Apart from a few seminar articles, the reading is very good. I believe that network 

analysis should have less focus given that this course intends to model natural 

disasters rather than transport/traffic issues. 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

 

Overall, I believe that the course is an excellent introduction to spatial modelling 

using geographic information systems and a number of tools used in the professional 

field of work as well. I have despite my master’s degree in geoinformation technology 

learnt a lot.  

The quality of the exercises varies, and I believe that it would be beneficial if there 

was one person responsible of constructing the exercises. With different people 

responsible, the structure, content and presentation is very different between 

exercises. In terms of expected presentation and results, there is nothing reported. I 

would suggest adding a row explaining how the lab or exercise results should be 

reported. 

 



 
 

 
 

In the reports of each lab, I have attached an evaluation. This following section is a 

copy from each report. One apparent comment of each report is that it would be good 

to mention how the exercise should be submitted. What steps are necessary to 

describe in the report and should it include discussion or analysis of the results? 

E1: Overall, I think that the exercise is a very good introduction to QGIS and many of 

its tools and uses of spatial operations without being too difficult or complicated. 

Each step is well-described and the numbered labels in the images are a great way to 

guide the user. 

The dataset links provided should be updated since much of it is not used and 

instead add links to whatever other data is used in the lab. It is simple enough to use 

any search engine to find corresponding waterways, but for the hospitals one may 

have trouble finding the right dataset. 

E3: I strongly believe that link to tutorials on YouTube should not be used. An 

introduction is already given by other lectures and I find it to be a lazy way of 

teaching a software. Either the basic introduction should be given in the course or be 

a prerequisite. Giving links to YouTube is not a good way of teaching. 

Overall, the exercise is quite challenging and answering the questions makes one 

want to understand it properly. It leaves some room for to the student to figure out 

the necessary steps in operations and may let the student understand more the 

concept of why a certain operation is executed. 

The task of choosing a projected CRS to calculate a more accurate area may be 

difficult to comprehend since prior exercises have only handled WGS84. There are 

many to chose from and may be overwhelming? Otherwise I think the exercise is 

covering the basic problem of projections. 

E4: Overall, the exercise is quite basic and a very good introduction to many types of 

data visualization methods. One thing that I was missing is the sizing option for 

vector layers. For the railways, they could have been chosen to have an increasing 

line width depending on railway type or other attributes like the number of stations 

on that particular line. Perhaps, even the labels for the districts can be rule-based to 

have symbols presenting the population count in another way than coloring. It is just 

an idea but I am sure these types of operations will be brought up in exercises or labs 

later in the course. 

E5: Overall, the lab is in my opinion not simple enough to be the first exercise of the 

remote sensing topic. As mentioned, I find it too complicated to compare results with 

no guidance what to look for in each RGB image created. Perhaps one can see at first 

glance that the colors are different but that is not the point or the outcome of this lab. 

Therefore, this exercise may be more suitable later on in the 

course when the students have gathered more knowledge in the field of study. 

However, it needs more work. There is at the moment no real objective with the 

exercise and each step performed has no real intention or learning outcome in my 

opinion. 



 
 

 
 

The idea to present the exercise in a poster is good. This way, more focus will be on 

the evaluation on the results, and not the steps necessary since one follows the steps 

very strictly and everyone would get the exact same result. This way also, students 

may chose their own study area. 

L1: The exercise is a very good introduction to Google Earth engine and it is good to 

receive most of the code in the pdf, but include small tasks to finish for better 

understanding. It gives students a challenge and may answer the provided questions 

more thoroughly. 

L2: Overall, the lab exercise is a really good part of the understanding of planning in 

urban development. As well, it brings attention to how parameters or preferences are 

translated digitally in spatial operations and in a spatial data context. It may be hard 

to put a value on how much it matters, which gives students the opportunity to 

consider this themselves. 

L4: This exercise utilizes a lot of knowledge about spatial data and is much more 

difficult than the previous tasks that have been created for this course. In order for 

me to complete the lab I had to do it in ArcMap, but I do not see any problem 

completing it in QGIS if plugin software and tools are working fine. As explained in 

the previous lab, some plugins shoots errors. This may be due to my machine 

running on Windows 7 but I am not sure. However, on ArcMap this all works fine. 

P1: This part of the exercise includes the process of supervised classification. This has 

already been done in a previous lecture exercise, exercise 9. The process is the same, 

the results should be the same and it is also performed in GEE. 

I do not see the reason to include this second part of the lab in this lab, rather have 

an extension of lecture exercise 9 or another lab. But, as mentioned, having to do the 

same process again with the only difference being the satellite used. Instead of 

Landsat 8 we would in this exercise use Sentinel 2 but the outcome should be the 

same. 

P2: The lab is straight forward with a lot of steps which includes a lot of 

programming. Luckily, the code is given in the instructions. I think the level of 

difficulty is quite high considering the little use of GEE up until now in the course, 

but with the code given it is much more operable and focus can be on the issue at 

hand and application of the system and theory of dNBR. 

Perhaps a lab like this could be organized in QGIS, which lets the students operate 

more with the spatial data. In GEE, at least I tend to lose track of the issue and 

spatial context at hand. In QGIS all operations needs careful thought rather than 

looking at lines of code. Of course, GEE is a very powerful tool for tasks like this. 

Another benefit with GEE is the unlimited data always available, which can be a 

hustle if working with other offline software where the data may be different 

depending on versions and other things. In GEE, it is reassured that all students have 

the same data. 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Spatial Modelling for Disaster Analysis (CIDMA20) 

 

Aim: This course aims at providing an in‐depth knowledge and skills on the use of 

Geographic Information System (GIS), Remote Sensing (RS) and Spatial Modelling 

for effective disaster risk analysis, vulnerability assessment, mitigation, and 

management.  Students will learn geospatial information science and technology 

related concepts, techniques, algorithms, and tools that can be used for Disaster Risk 

Management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: 

Email: 

Your current degree and subject: 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3 ☐  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

I found all modules to be relevant for the course, each module for its own purpose. In 

fact, module 1 builds the foundation for the subsequent modules and without it, it 

would have been impossible to perform well in subsequent modules, especially if a 

student was without prior basic GIS and Remote sensing knowledge. All modules are 
richly documented and practical exercises provided are very detailed and instructive. 

The rest of the modules from module 1 – 7 are also very pertinent because each of 

them focuses on a specific topic that is very relevant for spatial modelling and /or 

disaster analysis. The other strength is that they offer to the student the possibility to 

explore various modelling platforms and a versatile knowledge through performed 

case studies that involve different geographical locations and environmental 

contexts.  

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

- 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

- 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

The content is good as it is, especially taking into consideration the time allocated to 

it, it is very intensive. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

  

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 
fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

They were OK, in my opinion, the sound and image qualities were satisfactory. 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The reading materials were relevant but in my opinion they were a bit too much for 

module one, considering the limited amount of time allocated to it. 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The course as a whole was very enriching and well prepared.  

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the  

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

The course has taught me so much more than I could have anticipated. In fact, the 

amount of work that was envisaged prior to starting the course was a little intimidating 

in the beginning, especially considering the fact it was largely practical and that it was   

to be done online. The worry of becoming stuck at some point and being hindered in 

my progress was there, especially regarding lab exercises. However, looking back now 

and seeing how it went and the newly acquired and reinforced knowledge, I feel very 

grateful for being offered this opportunity. 

With regard to course lectures, they were well elaborated and corresponded perfectly 

to related lab exercises, and this made practical exercises and assignments easier to 

do. 

Regarding exercises, both practical and mandatory assignments, their content were 

very rich, and the step-by-step instructions were very useful especially in the situation 

where learning is done online, with limited physical access to instructors in case a 

student stumbles. Overall, the remote sensing part of learning has been particularly 

rewarding for me in very many ways, as I had not had much opportunity to focus on 

it. I had spent more time working with GIS in the course of the years rather than with 

remote sensing. 

Some exercises in module 1 (remote sensing part) which did not offer step-by-step 

manuals were also very much appreciated, because they invite one to be more creative 

and to think.  

The major knowledge gained in remote sensing is that I become familiar with the 

Sentinel Application Platform (SNAP) tools. I learnt how to use the online data 

repository to download freely available remote sensing data that I may need for various 

uses. For example, acquiring Sentinel 2 imagery for a specific time period and their 

appropriate utilization. In image processing, I learnt about resampling, subset and 

mosaic operations applied to various satellite imagery. Based on the acquired 

knowledge in the course, I learnt to identify requirements for designing a methodology 

that would support in planning and mitigation of activities in case of a flood event,  

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

identifying and monitoring flooded areas, mapping destroyed areas including 

structures and infrastructures and identifying flood prone areas. It was also very 

important for me to learn how to select an appropriate type of sensor (active or 

passive) for a particular analysis task. Additionally, I was pleased to lean how I can 

choose on my own, among many existing missions, the most appropriate data. In 

addition to flood modelling, I was also very pleased to learn about wildfire modeling, 

to explore how it propagates through simulation, the necessary resources needed for 

modeling it and the usefulness of its modeling. 

Regarding data, I was pleased to explore and learn about several other sensor 

platforms. Those include: Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectro-Radiometers 

(MODIS) –AQUA,  Multi-spectral scanner MSS - Landsat 1-5, The Thematic Mapper 

– Landsat 4-5, Enhanced Thematic Mapper Plus (ETM+),  Landsat 7, Thermal 

Infrared Sensor (TIRS) - Landsat 8, The National Agriculture Imagery Program 

(NAIP), Earth Observing 1 (EO-1) and to learn their detailed characteristics as well as 

their areas of application.  

Learning to use Google Earth Engine was another highlight of my learning. Although 

I had had some training opportunities where I was introduced to it, this time around I 

was able to spend a substantial amount of time exploring its capabilities, browsing 

imagery data from its catalogue and actually perform various remote sensing 

operations using it, including flood modelling, image classification, etc.  

Cellular automata modelling was also another rewarding experience which was 

another highlight of the course for me.  

In GIS, I was mostly glad to be refreshed on spatial data projection and spatial 

analysis operations especially with regard to interpolation techniques, which I felt 

that I really needed.   

Generally, one big strength I acquired from the course is to be able to apply the 

knowledge I got from it to relevant real world problems solving.  

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

The package of knowledge I remained with is very broad and the account I have just 

provided above is a very brief summary of it. 

 

Rachel Mundeli Murekatete 

Kungliga Tekniska Högskolan (KTH) 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Spatial Modelling for Disaster Analysis (CIDMA20) 

 

Aim: This course aims at providing an in‐depth knowledge and skills on the use of 
Geographic Information System (GIS), Remote Sensing (RS) and Spatial Modelling 
for effective disaster risk analysis, vulnerability assessment, mitigation, and 
management.  Students will learn geospatial information science and technology 
related concepts, techniques, algorithms, and tools that can be used for Disaster Risk 
Management. 

 

Name and family name of the student:  Waseem Abbo 

Email: Waseem.abbo@hotmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Bachelor of Science in Business 
administration and Economics  

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 
course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

The aim of the course as described has been fulfilled to a great extent. (Please refer 
to the detailed evaluation below)  

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 



 
 

 
 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

 

Please refer to the Module section of the evaluation  

 

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

 

Please refer to the "Strongest and Weakest Modules "section in the evaluation, 
especially for the Seminar Module  

  

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

 

I recommend you omit the Seminar Module entirely. For further recommendations, 
please see the evaluation regarding the target students.   

 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

I recommend you add Module 1 and 2, especially if the students are now. But there, 
as I noted in my evaluation, I recommend shortening them down.  

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 
Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 



 
 

 
 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 
fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The quality of the lectures' content is quite good. I did, however, encounter issues in 
the beginning to play them.  

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 I particularly appreciate the fact that the slides are somewhat like each other in 
terms of their design and tone. 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

Please refer to the general evaluation for details  

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 
quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

  



 
 

 
 

Course Evaluation 
Aims and goals achievements  
 
The aim of the course, as described, has been fulfilled to a great extent. However, as stated in the 
description above, the course aims to provide in-depth knowledge and skills, which generally means 
that students taking this course should have taken at least introductory courses in GIS, RS or spatial 
modelling. Furthermore, not only did the course contain intermediate to advanced level content on 
a bachelor's level in my opinion, but a significant portion of the course addressed basic introductory 
content that assumed students came from a variety of educational backgrounds. This might explain 
the thinking behind Core Module 1 (part 1 and part 2) and Core Module 2.  
 
Moreover, my recommendation here is to either rethink the aim which should be accompanied by a 
change in the introductory modules, or reassess the profile of the target students. If you decide to 
change the aim and content and assume that the target students come from different educational 
backgrounds and at a undergraduate level, then the introductory core modules should be split into 
smaller modules. I would then also advise covering more simple-real situations to create a better 
and broader understanding of the potential of GIS and Spatial Modelling & Analysis. On the other 
hand, should you change the target students and assume that they already have prior knowledge of 
the area, then you can shorten the introductory modules and split the advanced modules into 
smaller modules to achieve a multi-dimensional understanding of the area  
 

 

Workload  
 
The workload was quite intense yet educational and rewarding. Although the overall objectives were 
met with the workload insanity, however, it could, be modified to better meet the objectives. 
Personally, I sometimes felt that the lectures were very content-heavy, with too much text and 
content being presented at once. Sometimes the extra text was perfect for situations where I did not 
understand what the lecturer was explaining. But when the lecturer is very fixated on the text on the 
slides, for example, I felt it was hard to keep up with the slides. Please note, it's not about the speed 
of the lecturer; it's about the density of text and content in a lecture/slide.  
 
Although I personally benefited the most from Module 1 (Parts 1 & 2) and Module 2 and felt they 
were the perfect learning experience for me, the assignments included were significantly longer 
(more time consuming), and the number of assignments was higher. Depending on the overall 
objectives of the course and its Intended Learning Outcomes (ILOs), some students might find the 
course lengthy and repetitive, especially if they have studied it before. Therefore, it is crucial to re-
evaluate the external objectives and ILOs to better align them with the university's intentions and 
the students' expectations, which should ultimately lead to a better learning experience.  

 
 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 

Strongest and Weakest Modules 
 
Coming from a business background, I found the first two modules (Core Module 1 with parts 1 and 
2 and Core Module 2) to be the most interesting and useful modules. As someone who did not have 
much prior knowledge, these two modules provided me with the most information to then decide 
whether I wanted to continue learning the same subject area (e.g. spatial analysis) or explore a 
different one. 

 
In parallel, the weakest modules for me were modules 5&6 and the Seminar Module. Related to the 
point mentioned earlier, modules 5&6 were not only advanced in terms of their level, requiring 
significant effort to keep up. In addition, the two modules also contained coding tasks, which made 
it difficult for me to perform the task to its fullest extent and fully exploit the intended objectives.  
The second module that I would rate as my second weakest module is the Seminar Module. The 
module, in my opinion, overwhelms the intensity and difficulty of the course workload. The module 
requires you to read all the seminar articles on each topic and then write a 1–2-page summary and a 
1-2 page discussion of the articles. Considering the workload of all the other modules, the Seminar 
Module is quite rigorous at this late stage of the course. Furthermore, it is not clear to me how 
reading academic articles, summarising and reviewing them fits into the framework and aim of the 
course. As far as I understand it, this type of module should be given to students who have firstly 
studied research methods and research analysis and secondly are at a stage where they are ready to 
further their knowledge and use published research for learning. 

 

Recommendations 

Components that require immediate attention and correction:  
 

Welcome Page and Background  
When I first I logged in, I was looking for a welcome page, which I expected to find as a student, but 
did not. The welcome page I expected to find is a section describing the background of the course, 
along with the ILOs, the instructor's background, brief notes on how students can apply what they 
learn in a real-world setting (like an inspiration), etc.  

 

Broken Links  
During the course, as I went through the exercises, I was frequently held up by broken links to the 
data, files, or general material needed to complete the assignment correctly. I brought this to the 
attention of the instructors each time I encountered broken links and data. However, I recommend a 
full review and revision of the links and files to ensure that students are not forced to abandon their 
assignment.  

 



 
 

 
 

 

General Recommendation 
Since the course relies primarily on students working independently, and communication between 
the instructor and students only occurs when students are having difficulty continuing the exercise, 
this causes problems and backlogs. If the course is repeated and a significantly higher number of 
students are enrolled, then many students will have similar, if not the same, questions as their 
peers, and if they all contact the instructor, then this will lead to a heavy workload for the instructor 
and delays in general. I therefore recommend that you open a common forum that students can 
access. This forum should be divided according to the different final modules of the course, and 
every time a question is asked in the forum, a lecturer would answer it in detail. Then, if students get 
stuck, they can search the forum for similar questions and their answers. If they do not find a similar 
question, they can submit their own question for others to answer. 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in 

Disaster Management 

 

Aim: During the course, you will acquire knowledge and skills on how disaster maps 

are produced through state-of-the-art GIS and remote sensing techniques, along with 

the emerging contribution of public participatory for the data collection process, in the 

form of remote or in-situ collaborative mapping. Complementary to the theoretical 

aspects, practical experience with the data provided by services devoted to climate 

change induced disaster monitoring and management will be shown and discussed. 

The course will develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data 

management and mapping with the aim of tailoring such activities and their final 

products for the specific needs of stakeholders intervening in case of a disaster 
mitigation, resilience and emergency management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Felix Enyimah Toffah 

Email: gmfetoffah@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: 

Master of Science in Geoinformatics Engineering (Student) at 

Politecnico di Milano 

 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The theoretical sections provided detailed information for knowledge gain in the arena 

of Geographic Information System and Remote Sensing. The lessons given in the 

Moodle were in line with the objective of the course and the so the practical exercises 

which has help me develop my expertise and knowledge in the use of geospatial data 

for climate change induced disaster management.  I really appreciated the 

Fundamentals of crowdsourcing data collection section as the role of participants in 

Public Participatory GIS was realized. 

 



 
 

 
 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

Comments:  

The course has been very concentrated, demanding active participation to realize the 

objectives of the course.  

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

The Core module given in week 1 gave theoretical background to Geographic 

Information System and Remote Sensing. This has been essential to understand the 

foundation behind the rest of the modules of the course. Without such foundation, it 

will be difficult to understand for instance the data format and the kind of analysis 

being performed on geospatial data in the other sections of the course.  

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

No week module as found, The theoretical teachings are very relevant, The seminars 

have also been useful to understand how other experts apply varying techniques of GIS 



 
 

 
 

and Remote Sensing in their respective fields, as well as the relevance of spatial 

information for decision purposes in the society. 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

Considering that no week module was founds, I do not recommend any section of the 

course to be omitted. 

 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

The thing I missed during the course was the opportunity to interact with other 

participants. A live seminar could have been organized as part of the course to allow 

interaction with other course participants. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 
fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The videos and audio lectures have a fair quality content. However, there were some 

sections that were given in Portuguese language and I hope those from Mozambique 

will find them very useful. 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The reading materials and presentations were very good. Diverse presenters were 

involved and I really appreciate the effort put in place by the organizers for this. 



 
 

 
 

However, there was no reading material found for the Active Remote Sensing lecture 

of the Core Module and no practical exercise was given. Such were however expected 

and I hope that in next sections, these resource materials will be given. 

 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

Comments:  

The exercises have been very useful and have helped develop my expertise in GIS 

applications as well as the use of Google Earth Engine. The guidelines given are also 

easy to understand to achieve the objectives of the exercise. 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The course has been very good and very useful to me. The use of Mozambique as a case 

study for the entire course has been very relevant and helped me realize how GIS and 

Remote Sensing can be used to solve daily environmental problems in the society. 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

The Public Participatory GIS and SDI for Disaster Management course of the Climate 

Change Induced Disaster Management in Africa (CIDMA) project, using Mozambique 

as a study area has been organised online using two platforms 

 The Moodle platform for accessing the materials of the course video lectures, 

presentations, papers to read, exercises (with instructions), seminars and 

projects. 

 The AC portal for the submission of the exercises and communicating with the 

corresponding Professors of a Module.  



 
 

 
 

The course has been organised, targeting at advancing the skills of participants in the 

field of GIS, Remote Sensing, geospatial data management and mapping in the 

management of disaster and other applications in the society. The entire course has 

been organised in 7 weeks, being ended with a project. I found the objective to be 

clearly expressed and the contents of the course were tailored to that.  

The Core Module deepened my understanding of the foundations of GIS and Remote 

Sensing, which helped me in the Spatial Data Infrastructure modules. I really 

appreciate the lesson on Remote Sensing as the Professor gave detailed explanation 

on the kinds of sensors that are collecting data for diverse applications and how to 

effectively plan a remote sensing mission. In the exercise given on the Sensor and 

image characteristics, I realised how remote sensing can be used to assist policy 

makers and governments in the arena of disaster management. The Fundamentals of 

crowdsourcing data collection module also helped me know some of the modern 

technologies that can be used for data collection in GIS. The course also taught me 

possible sources of platforms for accessing Remotely Sensed data such as the 

Copernicus Climate Data Store, European Forest Fire Information System and Global 

Wildfire Information System. The sessions given on using Google Earth Engine 

platform to analyse remotely sensed data was found very suitable. It really helped me 

understand some functions and their meanings in the GEE environment and how to 

write a piece of code to make operations on remotely sensed data. An optional session 

of coding was given during the SDIs for Global Fire Data section. Nevertheless, it 

would have been interesting if introductory lessons on this had also been given so to 

realize how analysis can me made directly on the data source for remote sensing 

activity. 

During the lessons, some challenges were identified. For instance, there were issues 

with playing the lesson videos when using Google Chrome browser. Such issue was 

addressed to the Coordinator and it was resolved. Also, the data for some activities 

were not available but the corresponding Professor was notified and it was also 

resolved. In cases where a lecturer found my submission for an assignment on the AC 

portal not enough, such was communicated for resubmission. This imporved my 

understanding of the subject and found the AC portal useful. The module instructors, 

especially Vasil Yordanov, were available to provide assistance in case of doubt; I could 

get help when needed. 



 
 

 
 

The quality of the lectures and the exercises are good enough, very detailed and the 

guidelines clearly expressed to achieve the main aim of the course. 

The lessons were well structured, the presenters for the video sessions communicated 

clearly and easy to be understood. The field exercises encouraged me to be a partaker 

of the GIS data contributors. Mapping of features in the Open Street Map tasks also 

helped me contribute to the mapping of features as part of the CIDMA project.  The 

guidelines for the exercises aided my completion of the assignments. 

However, the introduction to Google Earth Engine given as part of the Spatial Data 

Infrastructures part II (week 6) would have been appreciated if given in the Core 

Module (week 1) as it was needed in that module, for instance in the image 

preprocessing practical exercise. 

The course activities were found to complement each other and appropriate for the 

level of Master Degree course. 

I will highly recommend the Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure 

in Disaster Management course to other.  

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in 

Disaster Management 

 

Aim: During the course you will acquire knowledge and skills on how disaster maps 

are produced through state-of-the-art GIS and remote sensing techniques, along with 
the emerging contribution of public participatory for the data collection process, in the 

form of remote or in-situ collaborative mapping. Complementary to the theoretical 
aspects, practical experience with the data provided by services devoted to climate 
change induced disaster monitoring and management will be shown and discussed. 

The course will develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data 
management and mapping with the aim of tailoring such activities and their final 

products for the specific needs of stakeholders intervening in case of a disaster 
mitigation, resilience and emergency management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Abubakr Khalid Ahmed Albashir 

Email: abubakr.albashir@mail.polimi.it 

Your current degree and subject:  

Geoinformatics Master of Science, Politecnico di Milano  

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 



 
 

 
 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

The first week covers the most needed background theory, definitions, and literature 
needed to complete the following modules and to build the concepts for the students. 

 

 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

In the week 1 Core module - RS part part1: the two exercises:  

• Image pre-processing - practical 

• Image classification – practical 

Since these two exercises had been already covered in the week 6 Spatial Data 

Infrastructure Part 2 section where more practical concept was introduced.  

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 



 
 

 
 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 
very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 
quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

The course named Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in Disaster 
Management consists of 8 weeks, each has theoretical lectures and practical exercises. 

The goal of the course is to train the students to understand, utilizes the Geographic 
Information Systems, GIS, and Remote Sensing concepts, data, and their 
infrastructure to manage the natural disaster-induced by climate change mainly in 

Mozambique. The first week of the course addresses the basic literature of GIS and 
remote sensing that would be used through the course, the topics of the first week start 

with the data structure of GIS, the basic coordinate systems and map projections, the 
basic of cartography, and basic essential map elements, an introduction to the spatial 
analysis. In the remote sensing part of the first week, the course introduced the basic 



 
 

 
 

principles of electromagnetic radiation and the sensor types used in remote sensing 
for all of the mentioned topics the student has practical exercises to solve. The week 

ends with practical elementary practical exercises in Google Earth Engine.   

The second week is dedicated to the crowdsources and public participatory in GIS, 

where the lectures introduce the concepts of crowdsources and the Volunteered 
Geographic Information, VGI, and an introduction to OpenStreetMap, OSM. In the 
practice part, different mobile applications used in Volunteered geographic and 

mobile data collection are introduced and the student should use them to collect and 
map the collected data. 

In the third week, the concepts of mapathon and mapping party introduced in the 
theory part while in the practice, the student is supposed to use different tools to 
extract different data categories from OpenStreetMap to produce a new map using 

desktop GIS software. The fourth week is purely theoretical where the student would 
learn about the organizations and mappers’ societies who concern about enriching the 
volunteered mapping and mainly OSM. 

The fifth week of the course is containing two projects; in the first, the s tudent would 
use the gained skills and knowledge to perform field mapping where the student would 

update the already existing features in OSM, while in the second project, the student 
will remotely add new features to OSM considering a defined scheme for features 
mapping. In the sixth week “the first part of spatial data infrastructure”, the student 

will be introduced to spatial data infrastructure and will get familiar with the 
Copernicus program, products, and services about climate change and disaster 

management. The theoretical part will introduce background for fire mapping, 
deforestation mapping, monitoring air quality by the means of satellite data and web 
services. The practice part will focus on mapping the risk exploiting, downloading, and 

processing satellite imagery for hazard mapping through web-based dissemination 
and mapping services. 

The second part of the spatial data infrastructure is taught in the seventh week and the 
student will get familiar with the Copernicus program, products, and serv ices about 
climate change and disaster management. Also, theoretical background for fire 

mapping, deforestation mapping, monitoring air quality by the means of satellite data 
and web services would be provided in the theoretical part while in the practice of this 

week this student will map and monitor these risks using the capabilities of Google 
Earth Engine. 

In the eighth week of the course, the student will attend different seminars about 

Spatial Data Infrastructure Thematics. In the last week, the student will deliver two 
projects implemented in Google Earth Engine based on the knowledge and skills 

acquired in the sixth and the seventh weeks; the first project is concerning about 
mapping the burnt areas while the second one is an advanced Google Earth Eng ine 
project.  

By the end of the course, the students will take an exam where they will be asked to 
answer ten open questions. 

 



 
 

 
 

During this course, I have learned more about the GIS data structure, its uses and the 
principles of cartography, and basic elements of maps.  

One of the important gains from the course was the usage of the mobile mapping 
applications and the different ways of extracting the data from OpenStreetMap, the 

importance of humanitarian mapping, organizing of mapping activities, and the 
advanced spatial analysis.  

For the remote sensing part, the benefit from the course was the experience of 

learning, dealing with the different phases of the satellite images from different 
sources starting from planning till the delivery of the final maps. As well, the usage of 

the satellite images in the disaster monitoring and mapping. Moreover, the benefit of 
learning about the Google Earth Engine and its capabilities. And finally, how the 
international organizations are using satellite images and Volunteered data to take 

decisions against the natural risks.  

 

The quality of the lectures was good. The instructors provided the needed information 

through the lectures, and it was generally clear. The materials provided in the lectures 
were also clear and generally enough.  

 

Overall clarity of the exercise was good. Some exercises in the first week of the course 
need modifications to show the final deliverable of the exercise. Namely:  

• Basic data structures (vector and raster). 

• Sensor and image characteristics. 

• Image pre-processing.  

• Image classification 

 

In conclusion, generally, the course structure and the order of the lessons are 

consistent. The lectures and the practical exercises were generally clear and well 
presented. The course prerequisites are enough for the students intended by the course 
and the course respect and meet its goal. As for recommendations for improving the 

course, some exercises mentioned above needed to be modified and others to be 
deleted for duplication. Despite the course fulfilled the intended goals, the actual 
workload of the lectures and exercises done by students was underestimated and it 

requires more time than the estimated one, therefore, it is highly recommended to split 
the course into two courses or lowering the syllabus of the course. 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in 

Disaster Management 

 

Aim: During the course you will acquire knowledge and skills on how disaster maps 

are produced through state-of-the-art GIS and remote sensing techniques, along with 

the emerging contribution of public participatory for the data collection process, in the 

form of remote or in-situ collaborative mapping. Complementary to the theoretical 

aspects, practical experience with the data provided by services devoted to climate 

change induced disaster monitoring and management will be shown and discussed. 

The course will develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data 

management and mapping with the aim of tailoring such activities and their final 

products for the specific needs of stakeholders intervening in case of a disaster 

mitigation, resilience and emergency management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Ines Julio Alfredo 

Email:inesalfredo5@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

Because of new contents, need of internet connection, sometime the 

tutorials were very long 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

None 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

To me is Oky 



 
 

 
 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

In general, the course was good; I learnt new contents such as google earth 

engineer (GEE) to classify multi-spectral images from Sentinel-2 through 

machine learning algorithms and obtain classification map. 

 I got familiar with the Copernicus program, products and services in relation 

to climate change and disaster management. I had theoretical background for 

fire mapping, deforestation mapping, and monitoring air quality by the means 

of satellite data and web services. 

During the course we went deeper with QGIS tools where was possible to 

develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data management and 

mapping and with determining the appropriate tools and datasets with respect 

to different problems. 

Also got familiar with open mapping service and its capabilities of providing a 

big variety of geographic data suitable for various applications. From a practical 

part, we saw how to collect thematic geographic data through Volunteered 

Geographical Information (VGI) mobile applications such as Geopaparazzi 

and Epicollect (2 week). 

The video lectures were clear but some were long, which demanded more 

internet. 

About the quality of exercise, they were good quality and clear in general In 

which following the instructions of the exercises, it was possible to understand 

the purpose of the exercises. 

Some exercise such as Basic data structures and Active sensors (1 week) 

I missed the data to complete the exercise but the teacher solved the problem as 

quickly as possible. 



 
 

 
 

The Geopaparazzi exercise (2 week) it took time and transport to finalize it, as I 

had to collect field data, (shops) since I live far from the city, I had to move to 

the city to complete the data collection. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in 

Disaster Management 

 

Aim: During the course you will acquire knowledge and skills on how disaster maps 

are produced through state-of-the-art GIS and remote sensing techniques, along with 

the emerging contribution of public participatory for the data collection process, in the 

form of remote or in-situ collaborative mapping. Complementary to the theoretical 

aspects, practical experience with the data provided by services devoted to climate 

change induced disaster monitoring and management will be shown and discussed. 

The course will develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data 

management and mapping with the aim of tailoring such activities and their final 

products for the specific needs of stakeholders intervening in case of a disaster 

mitigation, resilience and emergency management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Cecilia Axelsson Örberg 

Email: ceciliaaxorberg@hotmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: Bachelor’s degree in Physical Geography and 

Ecosystem science, Lund University – completed 

Master’s of Science in Sea & Society, University of Gothenburg - ongoing 

 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The aim if well fulfilled by the course! 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

It varies a lot between the modules. I also think that some parts of the 

presentations/lectures are not relevant for this course. Especially those about the 

details on how to use the data collection apps. Such as the Mapillary lecture. It is also 

very clear that some of these lectures were not recorded of the purpose of this course. 

It is better to just present the essentials for this particular course. Maybe it can be 

specified a bit more what lecture are required to follow the exercises, and what 

lecture that are optional (those that gives more details than needed for this course or 



 
 

 
 

those that are very general I context and only shows examples of e.g., mapping 

projects ) 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

These modules include short lectures that only contains relevant material for the 

coming exercises. It is concise and easy to follow the structure. I like the mix of using 

GEE and QGIS, and sometimes both in one exercise. The guidance in the GEE coding 

is very helpful, and I appreciate how it becomes a little bit harder for each exercise. I 

also think the variety of the different tools/software’s used for data downloading is 

used. I learned a lot here! Daniela and Vasil were SUPER helpful and gave awesome 

feedback! The criterions to pass the exercises felt fair and they saw and validated the 

efforts I had done, even if everything was perhaps not perfect.  

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

The first week is very strange in its set up. The “welcome to this course” -lecture 

comes in the second part of this module. This lecture should be the first thing the 

students will see! Moreover, there are too many different prigrams used in the first 

week. It is enough to start the course and download QGIS for the introduction, so 

better keep the exercises in only QGIS during the first week.  

The first GIS exercise is very complicated in comparison to other exercise during the 

first week! On one hand it is really easy to follow and gives a cool understanding on 

what you can use GIS for but on the other hand I think many beginners in GIS might 

be very confused in what we are actually doing during this exercise. They might 

follow but not understand the exercise. So better to keep this as a last exercise of the 

week, not the first one.  

A small note: The SNAP tool is not included in the software list.  



 
 

 
 

In the remote sensing part, the structure was highly unclear. There was a task-hand 

in in AC but no exercise in Moodle. These kind of things makes a student very 

confused. Also, the teacher never replied in AC throughput the whole course, this is 

not ok. I got one answer after 3 months that the exercise I noted was missing was 

now available. By that time, I had already finished the whole course already.  

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

Some lectures and seminars. See my answer on Q2! 

The last GEE project is way too difficult (at least for my level). This one must not 

necessarily be omitted, but there must be an easier/different option for the project 

available for students who are not very good or experienced at programming. Or, the 

exercise must be modified.  

I can’t mention any specific exercise that must omitted but some of the heavier plug-

ins / tools used for some exercise must be considered in relation to the computer and 

its processor power that the students have access to. Same goes for the data 

collection app. It can not be required to use an Android-app if one do not have an 

Android phone. Please look over this and see how these heavy or limited software 

specific exercises can be modified.  

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

This course is very technical. I do miss some more qualitive deliverables. Perhaps an 

essay about resilience and emergency management in a specific area in Mozambique 

and how the local county board can develop their work using SDI/VGI, or an essay 

evaluating/comparing different countries to Mozambique. These are just examples, 

but some more qualitive/reflective parts can be added.  

In many of the exercises, I also miss a discussion of WHAT we have actually 

produced in the exercise. The aim is only to deliver that data, but sometimes I did not 

actually understand everything I was doing. So it would be good to have more 

questions regarding the working process of the exercises, and also regarding the 

produced results.  

I also think that the estimated time each exercise takes should be specified in the 

introduction to the exercise. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

It was fair, except for the very advance GEE- project that requires knowledge in 

programming that I did not have before, nor gained during this course.  

 



 
 

 
 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The general audio and video quality is good.  

Several lectures in the beginning are only in Portuguese. If the programming will be 

used outside Mozambique, this issue must be fixed. See my answer in Q2 for further 

comments, some lectures are unnecessary long and detailed.  

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4  5 

Comments:  

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

Technicalities:  

- It would facilitate a lot of the lecture were possible to view on all browsers and 

not only Morzilla Firefox. If one for example is studying on a library computer, 

it is not possible to download new browsers.  

 

- This course and its associated programs require a good computer with a 

strong processor AND a fairly new and strong camera smartphone. Does all 

participating student have this? 

 

- Some info is missing in Moodle and some things do not correspond to the 

tasks in AC. Especially in the remote sensing parts. If no hand in is required, 

please do not put something in AC.  This is very confusing! 



 
 

 
 

 

Knowledge/Feedback from teachers: 

- The course requires some prior knowledge of GIS, I would say. Otherwise, it 

will be very hard to follow everything, the course is using several complicated 

tools. It is good that there are step by step guides for the exercises. I especially 

liked those provided by Lorentzo,  Daniela and Vasil.  

 

- The type of feedback varies a lot between the teacher. Some teachers are very 

detailed and comments on really small things, while some teachers only say 

thank you for a good report. It would have been good with some middle thing- 

more personalized feedback but not on a nit-picking level on small things. 

Feedback on the questions where we reflect and discuss is very valuable, 

rather than feedback on small technical things/typos.  

Exercises: 

- In Module 6, the Copernicus 2 EMS and the Burn Area - exercises are really 

good. Would maybe have been nice with a more qualitative discussion of what 

it means in practice with these burned areas and the differences in the images. 

And as I earlier mentioned, some more qualitive parts overall would be 

valuable.  

 

- The GEE-project (last exercise) is too hard for this type of course as it requires 

knowledge on how to set up and incorporate a script ourself. The problem 

with programming is also that it is not possible to move forward if one get 

stuck. Therefore, one might have to just sit and wait and do nothing for 

several hours/days if the teacher is not available to respond to questions 

immediately. It would be a much more suitable exercise as group work and if 

the course were not a distance learning course. It would make a lot of sense to 

have this exercise in a classroom were a teacher is directly available and were 

the students can work in pairs/groups to discuss and compare their scripts 

and so forth help each other’s with the nitty gritty details. But for a distance 

course it is not suitable. I would fit better for a course were learning 

programming is an essential part/the focus and more background information 

is provided in detail.  

 

Suggestions to improve this exercise:  

• Add more guidelines on the scripts but with several empty string where we 

can fill in the correct variables/functions etc., as for the previous GEE 

exercises 

• Instead of having the focus on learning to write a script ourself (which is 

extremely hard and difficult for some of us), let the focus be on the usage 

of the resulting data or an evaluation of the datasets that are used and their 

accuracy, how programming can be used in data scarce areas etc, or 

something similar. 

• Keep this exercise as it is but leave it OPTIONAL. The alternative exercise 

could instead be a mor literate one, a small essay focusing on the usage of 



 
 

 
 

data or GEE for crisis mapping or a report on how to set up a study on 

these issues. 

I think this would benefit the learning of all students more! 

 

- In the exam it is specified to answer with 400-800 words for each question. 

This is too much as I felt that I lost relevancy for some answers just because I 

wanted to get to 400 words. I think 250/300 -600 is more applicable.  

 

Grading: 

- The grading of the course do not really feel representative of the workload of 

the course. A lot of time is put on exercises while (as I understood it) the grade 

is based 70 % on the exam and 30 % on the projects. This feels unfair, 

thinking how much efforts I put on the exercises. I suggest the following 

grading schema:  

Exam 40 % 

Exercises 30 % 

Project 30 %  

 

One should get a certain % for each exercise. The percentage given for each 

exercise should be specified in the exercise instructions.  

 

What I have learned: 

- I am very thankful that I have been given the opportunity to take this course! I 

have gained a lot of new technical knowledge in how to use tools and 

processing in QGIS. In addition, I have gained knowledge in the different 

software’s and data providers that exists for climate emergency data and for 

participatory GIS. I now understand both the need and the vast possibilities 

and different uses that citizen science and SDI/VGI offers, and its great 

importance! 

 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in 

Disaster Management 

 

Aim: During the course you will acquire knowledge and skills on how disaster maps 

are produced through state-of-the-art GIS and remote sensing techniques, along with 

the emerging contribution of public participatory for the data collection process, in the 

form of remote or in-situ collaborative mapping. Complementary to the theoretical 

aspects, practical experience with the data provided by services devoted to climate 

change induced disaster monitoring and management will be shown and discussed. 

The course will develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data 

management and mapping with the aim of tailoring such activities and their final 

products for the specific needs of stakeholders intervening in case of a disaster 

mitigation, resilience and emergency management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: 

Email: cangolaj@gmail.com 

Your current degree and subject: 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3 X 4  5 

Comments: The objectives were well defined, but the time for the purpose was not 

well taken care of. 

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments: Since we are employees and carry out activities simultaneously, the time 

of 8 hours a day was very high, rigorous and did not allow us to complete the course 

in its entirety. 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

X  6 X  7  None   

 



 
 

 
 

 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments: Because the procedures for carrying it out were complex and the 

platforms did not always correspond. a lot of work for a short time 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7 X  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments: N/A 

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

All parts are important. I recommend increasing the time for carrying out activities 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

Just add more time 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2 X 3  4  5 

 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3 X  4  5 

Comments:  

 

 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2 X 3  4  5 



 
 

 
 

Comments:  

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3 X  4  5 

Comments:  

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3 X  4  5 

Comments:  

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 



 
 

 
 

Course evaluation report by pilot students 

Course: Public Participatory GIS and Spatial Data Infrastructure in 

Disaster Management 

 

Aim: During the course you will acquire knowledge and skills on how disaster maps 

are produced through state-of-the-art GIS and remote sensing techniques, along with 

the emerging contribution of public participatory for the data collection process, in the 

form of remote or in-situ collaborative mapping. Complementary to the theoretical 

aspects, practical experience with the data provided by services devoted to climate 

change induced disaster monitoring and management will be shown and discussed. 

The course will develop advanced skills in the field of GIS, geospatial data 

management and mapping with the aim of tailoring such activities and their final 

products for the specific needs of stakeholders intervening in case of a disaster 

mitigation, resilience and emergency management. 

 

Name and family name of the student: Eufrasio Joao Sozinho Nhongo 

Email: eufrasionhongo@yahoo.com 

Your current degree and subject: PhD in Remote Sensing 

 

1. Do you think that the aim, as described above, has been reached well in this 

course? (1: Not at all, 5: Yes, completely) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

 

2. How was the workload of the course? (1: low, 3: fair, 5: high) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

Very heavy, the exercises studied to be shorter, there are exercises that were 

authentic repeated. 

 

3. Mark the strongest modules/weeks of the course 

 1  2  3  4  5 

X  6  7  None   

 

 



 
 

 
 

4. Why these modules/weeks are strongest?  

Comments:  

Although Google Earth Engineer is widely used, its use recommends a great knowledge of 

programming, and during the course this theoretical basis does not exist. 

 

5. Mark the weakest modules/weeks of the course: 

 1  2  3  4  5 

 6  7 X  None   

 

6. Why are these modules/weeks the weakest?  

Comments:  

 

7. Which parts of the course do you recommend to omit? Why? 

I recommend omitting, in week 1, the Image Pre-processing and Image Classification 

based on GEE, these tasks are already included in week 6. And I recommend that 

these methodologies be done based on QGIS. 

 

8. What parts do you recommend to add to the course? Why? 

Let modeling, forecasting and disaster risk be introduced as a module. 

 

9. Was the course too easy or too complicated for your knowledge? (1: Too easy, 3: 

Fair, 5: Too complicated) 

 1  2 X  3  4  5 

 

10. Grade the quality of the contents of the video/audio lectures: (1: very weak, 3: 

fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2 X  3  4  5 

Comments:  

The videos do not explain very well what to do, I expected the videos to be a tutorial, 

but reality showed otherwise. 

 

 



 
 

 
 

11. Grade the quality of the contents of the reading materials and presentations: (1: 

very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3  4 X  5 

Comments:  

 

12. Grade the quality of the contents of exercises: (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2 X  3  4  5 

Comments:  

Many of the exercises, it is not clear what is intended. It is necessary, a great 

knowledge in relation to the subject, to be able to solve it. 

 

13. Grade the course as a whole? (1: very weak, 3: fair, 5: very good) 

 1  2  3 X  4  5 

Comments:  

The repetition of exercises should be reduced, some contents are also repeated. 

 

14. How do you evaluate the course? 

(Write a summary of the course, what you have learnt, the quality of lectures, the 

quality of exercises, etc. about 2 pages report is expected) 

The course was quite good, almost all the introductory part of the course I already had 

the bases, I mean week 1 and 2, referring to the week of GIS and Remote Sensing. 

I had the opportunity to learn participatory mapping, the use of Copernicuns data for 

disaster management. As well as I had the opportunity to learn the use of GEE (Google 

Earth Engineer) . 

Regarding the quality of classes, I think they should be improved, some classes do not 

show, its importance for disaster management and how this relates to public 

participation. 

I suggest that the issue of forecasting (Modeling) be included in the course, because, 

in addition to knowing the status of the phenomena, it would be good if we also had 

the possibility of predicting their occurrence, this would be important for disaster 

reduction, especially in countries underdeveloped such as Mozambique, these 



 
 

 
 

contents would also serve to identify places to resettle the population, as well as high-

risk places fundamentally in the river basins. 

Regarding the exercises, I would like to mention that they are quite long and repetitive, 

I am sure that some exercises were not finished, not because of the difficulty but also 

because of their size. Therefore, the most sensible thing would be to reduce the size of 

the exercises. 

I also suggest, in relation to the use of the base program for data processing, that the 

use of QGIS is not restricted, but in some situations, more advanced, leave it open for 

the use of other free software, what we would call interoperability. 

Regarding the final project, I also think that the student should be allowed to choose a 

project of their choice, in an area of study that the student prefers. Because each 

student, according to what they have learned, may have preferences regarding certain 

contents and the solution of some problems. 

There are some themes that I could not see in several lessons, referring to data 

accuracy, the course has exercises in relation to the Kapa Index, Confusion Matrix, but 

it does not explain what it is, what it is for. I recommend that in the introductory stage 

you have something related to this. 
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