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IPLS at Swarthmore Overall affinity scores improved significantly only in IPLS 2

The Swarthmore Introductory Physics for Life
Sciences (IPLS) course foregrounds authentic Swarthmore IPLS 1: Swarthmore IPLS 2:

biological content in an effort to make physics Change in Affinity vs Initial Affinity Change in Affinity vs Initial Affinity
durably relevant and meaningfully engaging 2

to life science students.
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Student attitudes about the relevance of .
physics to the life sciences have been ! y
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