	Final assessment and grading form                                                                  Version: 18-08-2026

MSc Nanoscience PhD Research Proposal (WMNS012-06, 6 ECTS)

	Supervisor: 


Daily supervisor (if appl., e.g. PhD student or postdoc):


	Student Name:


Coordinators: Thomas la Cour Jansen and Andrea Giuntoli

	Instructions to the supervisor for processing this form:
· Please fill in parts 1 and 2 including a few lines of text that justify the grades, sign it and send it to the coordinator a.giuntoli@rug.nl for further processing by April 1st. 
· Do not share the final grades with the students ONLY provide them feedback.


	1. Creativity and Independence (45%)
Including the assessment of the contents of the proposal. The structure and format of the proposal are assessed in part 2.

	
	Grade (1-10). For a guideline, see below

	Creativity: novelty of research idea, independence in coming up with research idea (did the student come up with something new? to what extent was it their idea?)
	

	Feasibility, suitability of approach (can it be done?)
	

	Relevance of proposed research (is it worth doing?)
	

	Description of research impact (is it clear who else will benefit?) 
	

	...
	

	Grade part 1:
	

	Number of meetings with (daily) supervisor:

	Justification of grade part 1 by supervisor: 


















	2. Writing skills (45%)
Not including the assessment of contents of the proposal. The contents are assessed in part 1.

	
	Grade (1-10). For a guideline, see below

	Abstract and title (do they correctly summarise the proposal?)
	

	Wording (style, clear, complete, concise)
	

	Figures, equations, tables (resolution, source, captions)
	

	Language aspects (spelling, grammar)
	

	References (correct format, completeness)
	

	Readability by a general chemistry/physics audience (i.e. top master in nanoscience peers)
	

	...
	

	Grade part 2:
	

	Number of writing-feedback iterations: 


Guideline for (daily) supervisor: one revision of a complete version, grading after the second version.

	The plagiarism has been discussed with the student (check box) xx
Guideline to supervisor: Suspected plagiarism must be reported to the coordinator. 

	Justification of grade part 2 by supervisor: 







	Signature Supervisor:


date:








	Guideline for the grades:
1-5: (very) poor performance
5: not good enough to pass this (part of the) course
6: just good enough to pass this (part of the) course  
7: average work
8: clearly better than average, still room for improvement
9: much better than average, minor room for improvement, really very good
10: cannot be improved upon, outstanding, surprising

A real-world proposal would then score 9-10 according to this guideline. Conversely, if you (the supervisor) feel that this can be submitted with your name on it and without change, it likely deserves a 9 or 10.

	
The remainder (below) is to be filled in by the Coordinators

	3. Scientific Pitch (10%)
5 min scientific pitch presented during the progress meeting in January. Not including the assessment of contents or the scientific quality of the topic. 

	
	Grade (1-10). For a guideline, see below

	Presentation Skills
	

	Organization and Layout
	

	Answers to Questions
	

	Scientific Content
	

	...
	

	Grade part 3:
	

	Justification of grade part 3 by the course coordinators: 








	4. Evaluation by coordinator, for example readability by general chemistry/physics audience, how this proposal compares with other proposals:






	5. Final grade (filled in by coordinator)
The final grade is based on the grades proposed by the supervisor, the remarks of the coordinator and the number of deadlines the student has missed. 

If the regular (first) deadline has not been met, the highest grade that can be obtained is reduced from 10 to 7.5. If the second deadline has not been met either, the highest grade that can be obtained is further reduced from 7.5 to 6.5.

It is one of the tasks of the coordinator to ensure that there is uniformity in the grading of all the research proposals by different supervisors. As a result, the final grade can be lower or higher than that proposed by the supervisor.

	

	Signature Coordinators:

Date:
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