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** The designation of the 3d and 4th Committee Members is optional.
The evaluation committee consists of a chair, at least two members (and, in some cases, one or two alternate members), and two official reviewers. The chair of the committee may be a university professor, research professor, scientific advisor, professor emeritus, habilitated associate professor, or college professor of one of the divisions of the Semmelweis University Doctoral School, who is employed by Semmelweis University or by a domestic research institute cooperating in doctoral training, under an employment relationship, healthcare service relationship, or other work-related legal relationship (hereinafter: employment relationship). A person who is not a lecturer of the University may also serve as chair, provided they hold a university professorship or are a Doctor of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences (MTA). In these latter cases, the secretary of the committee must be an employee of the University employed in an academic position and holding a doctoral degree, who is responsible for ensuring compliance with the formal and procedural rules of the public defence. All members and alternate members of the committee must possess a scientific degree.

During the evaluation of a doctoral dissertation regulated in the Student Requirements System (hereinafter: HKR) and in the Doctoral Regulations (hereinafter: DSZ), neither members of the evaluation committee nor official reviewers may be close relatives of the candidate, nor may they be persons from whom objective assessment of the case cannot be expected, the workplace supervisor of the candidate or the supervisor, or a co-author of any original scientific publication published within five years prior to the submission of the dissertation. Exceptions to this rule are publications in which neither the supervisor nor the other person involved in the degree-awarding process is a key (first, last, or corresponding) author.
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