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Evaluation details

Evaluating a master thesis on a scale from 1 to 10 (with 6 considered sufficient) involves assessing various aspects
of the report's quality and rigor. Here are some key factors to consider for assigning a score:

Topic Note

Document

- Is the thesis clear and well-structured? Are all the mandatory sections present in
the document: abstract, introduction, materials and methods, results, discussion
or conclusion and recommendations?

- Are there appropriate headings and subheadings to guide the reader?

- Are figures, tables, and charts clear used effectively to support the text?

Theory / research

- Is the methodology appropriate for the research question?
- Are potential biases and limitations addressed?
- Does the discussion section provide a thorough interpretation of the issue?

Bibliography

- Are all sources properly cited?
- Is there a comprehensive list of references that includes relevant research?

General
- Punctuality and adherence to agreements
- Seriousness and reliability

Final note

Comments
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