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Evaluation of the dissertation – Second & Third reviewer
	Please complete electronically! 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	

Title of the dissertation:
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	
	
	
	

	
	
Name of the doctoral candidate:
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	
	

	
	
	
	



Detailed evaluation of the dissertation
CRITERIA AND WEIGHT SCALE FOR EVALUATION OF DISSERTATIONS - SECOND AND THIRD REVIEWER
	
	

	
	
	
	Score


	
	
	
	Max.
	Achieved
	Space for Annotation/Reason:

	
	1.
	Composition of the dissertation
	7
	
	

	
	
	Outline (clear structure, definition of research goal), language (grammar, general intelligibility, precise use of terminology, eloquence), graphic depiction (Quality and expressiveness of figures and tables), proportioning and length
	
	

	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2.
	Execution of the dissertation
Creativity of the experimental approach, choice of adequate methods and methodical variety, own development of methods or methodical progress
	15
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	3.
	Processing and meaning of the work result
	20
	
	

	
	
	Self-critical evaluation of the data 
(scientific accuracy, intellectual honesty),  classifying and comparing work result in regards of existing concepts (literature survey), Originality and meaning of the overall statement for the executing institution or in comprehensive framework (for the field)
	
	
	

	
	4.
	Publication of the work result / special aspects (*)
	3
	
	

	
	
	a) as part of a publication (below middle Impact Factor (-20 %) 1 point, mIF 2 points, above mIF (+20 %) 3 points)1

	
	
	

	or*
	
	b) as an indepent publication 
    journal with strict Review-System (below middle Impact Factor (-20 %) 3-4 points, mIF 5 points, above mIF (+20 %) 6 points)1
	6
	
	
	

	or*
	
	c) like b), with doctoral candidate as first author or equivalent first author
    (below middle Impact Factor (-20%) 7-8 points, mIF 9 points, above mIF (+20 %) 10 points)1
	10
	
	

	or*
	
	d) special circumstances, which make the dissertation outstanding from the mass (awards and prizes from expert associations and conferences, particularly elaborate and difficult methodology). Please particularly explain in the assessment!
	6
	
	

	
	
	Total Score
	52
	
	



* in sector 4 there (doctorate to Dr. med) may only be points awarded one time or there (doctorate to Dr. rer. medic.) may only be points awarded for maximum two publications or alternatively for special achivements! 
1 The journal category is valid in which the publication is listed, ignore the category of the clinic. In case points are given for publications, which are not attached to the dissertation, an acceptance letter of the publisher has to be included and an explanation of the share of the doctoral candidate given by the doctoral supervisor needs to be attached. 

52-51 Points = Note 0,7 = sehr gut (mit Auszeichnung) (summa cum laude)	38-35 Points = Note 2,7 = ausreichend (rite)
50-49 Points = Note 1,0 = sehr gut (mit Auszeichnung) (summa cum laude)	34-30 Points = Note 3,0 = ausreichend (rite)
48-47 Points = Note 1,3 = sehr gut (magna cum laude)			29-26 Points = Note 3,3 = ausreichend (rite)
46-44 Points = Note 1,7 = gut (cum laude)				25-20 Points = Note 3,7 = ausreichend (rite)
43-41 Points = Note 2,0 = gut (cum laude)				19-13 Points = Note 4,0 = ausreichend (rite)
40-39 Points = Note 2,3 = gut (cum laude)				12-0   Points = ungenügend (insufficienter) 	           

Final mark:		dissertation final mark:	 

  		  

Evaluation (free text):
Alternatively text assessment 
	













Revision remarks (if any):

☐	revision neccessary, resubmission to me. 
☐	revision ahead of printing neccessary, no resubmission to me neccessary. 
☐	no revision needed






Remarks vor revision:
	









signature expert: 	____________________________________________
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