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Annex no. 3

Thesis Evaluation Sheet

Annex no. 2 of the Faculty Regulations (Thesis Evaluation Criteria) shall be

taken into consideration at the evaluation of the thesis. The student must

receive the completed form no later than 5 days before the defense.

Thesis Evaluation Criteria

SEMMELWEIS UNIVERSITY

Faculty of Dentistry

Organizational unit:

Student’s name: Thesis title:

Student’s Neptun code:

Thesis consultant/supervisor (name and
position):

Reviewer (name and position):
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Thesis Evaluation Criteria

1 Structure of the thesis

score (0-7)

Evaluation criteria:

Is the thesis easy to navigate and understand?

Does its content correspond to the title?

Does its articulation help to clearly identify its structure?
Is its structure professionally correct and logical?

Is the length of the chapters (the descriptive sections, the analysis, the
conclusions) proportionate?

Are the individual chapters and their sections appropriately
distinguished from each other?

2 Professional relevance of the thesis

Evaluation criteria:

Are the objectives clearly and well defined?

Does the paper achieve these objectives, are the conclusions supported?

Does the thesis include the relevant topics prescribed in the educational
content?

Does the literature review present relevant sources? Is there a
comparison of the literature findings with the student’s own results?

Are the cited sources summarized appropriately and with a critical
perspective during the presentation and analysis of the problem, and
when interpreting the results?

Are the tools and methods applied for the investigation and analysis of
the central topic of the thesis properly used?

Does the thesis display all the necessary analytical methods?

score (0-40)
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Apart from presenting the results, are the results properly analyzed and
discussed?

Are the results and conclusions logical and valid, are they assessed in
consideration of the findings of the relevant literature?

Does the thesis contain forward-looking recommendations or
conclusions?

3. Using references
Evaluation criteria :

Does the student use references in the correct way? Are they
formatted appropriately?

Does the way quotations are used comply with the requirements?

Do the citations included in the text appear in the list of references
(and vice versa)?

Is the list of references relevant (does the relevant literature appear
in it, is it up to date, is it relevant to the topic)?
Does it include at least five references to international literature?

-If Al tools were used, does citation comply with the requirements of
Annex 1 of thesis Rules of Procedure?

score (0-4)

4. Using figures and tables, other formal requirements
Evaluation criteria :

Are all figures and tables referred to in the text?

Is it easy to find these in consideration of the references?

Are the figures and tables numbered, do they have titles and
references to the source?

Is there a transparent table of contents?

score (0-3)
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Does the thesis include a list of abbreviations and definitions (where
necessary)?

Is there relevant information in the header and footer and does this
help in navigating in the document?

Are the pages numbered?

Is the spelling and phrasing correct?

Where Al tools were used, were the references/citations provided
appropriately?

5. Correct and consistent use of technical terms
Evaluation criteria :

Is the terminology used by the author uniform and correct?
Does the student use foreign terms consistently?

Is the way foreign names (government bodies or institutions) used
consistent?

score (0-3)

Does the thesis present a unified overall layout?

score (0-3)

General evaluation of the thesis, in about 5 sentences:
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8. Questions to the student (2 to 5) to be answered after the presentation:

Total score: F

grad ranges: | | | |
If the score is 0 in any of the categories, the grade is
“unsatisfactory”.

0-30: unsatisfactory

31-37: satisfactory

38-45: average

46-52: good

53-60: excellent
Date: .iiie e in Budapest

Signature of the thesis supervisor/consultant or reviewer (underline accordingly)



