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Assessment of the student’s approach to developing their thesis

	Criteria
	Grade

	
	High
	Above average
	Average
	Not assessed

	Initiative in setting research goals and objectives
	
	
	
	

	Initiative and justification for the choice and application of research methods
	
	
	
	

	Quality, logic, and fullness with which the collected material is presented
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _gjdgxs]Degree of justification for the assertions that are presented for defense
	
	
	
	

	Degree of consistency and regularity in preparation of the thesis
	
	
	
	

	Student’s level of involvement in project work (including grants)
	
	
	
	

	Student’s preparedness for professional work 
	
	
	
	



Student’s achievements*
	
Achievements
	Grade

	
	High
	Above average
	Average
	Not assessed

	Approbation of research findings1
	
	
	
	

	Publication of research findings2
	
	
	
	

	Level of personal involvement in approbation and publication
	
	
	
	

	Integration of research findings
	
	
	
	



QUESTIONS AND CRITIQUE3
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Final assessment of the student’s performance throughout the development of their thesis
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*  if available
1 – reports presented at external international scientific conferences (high); reports presented at Russian national scientific conferences, including ITMO University’s Congress of Young Scientists (above average); reports presented at other scientific conferences (average)
2 – at least 1 (one) article indexed by Scopus or WoS (high); at least 1 (one) article in peer-reviewed journals (above average); at least 1 (one) article included in the Russian Science Citation Index (average)
 
