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Evaluation Criteria for Theses in Graduate School of Science and
Technology Kumamoto University
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As a prior condition to apply for a diploma, candidates must satisfy all the requirements for the
degree that are specified by the university and Graduate School of Science and Technology.
Candidates are required to conduct their scientific research in accordance with ethical standards.
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Evaluation Criteria for MA Theses

Theses must be written by the applicants for the degree, and consist primarily of logical
descriptions of research conducted by themselves. Theses shall have academic value, including
universality and demonstrability, include appropriate general information to suggest the
achievements of the applicants in each academic field, and comply with the all following
guidelines:
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1. Definition of issues
Clear consciousness of the issues, and the significance and necessity of research to resolve
the issues are stated.

2. Proper treatment of preceding studies and data
In addition to ascertaining and referring to preceding studies and data in the relevant field,
the positioning of research based thereon is clear.

3. Appropriateness of research method
A research method appropriate to the objectives of research is used.



4. Appropriateness and significance of demonstrational process and conclusion
Thrust of argument from setting of issues, analysis, results and consideration is clear and
consistent.

5. Appropriateness of construction, expression and notation of thesis
Use of language and sentence wording is appropriate to an academic thesis.

6. Contribution to academia or society
The thesis has either a certain degree of novelty or originality academically, or has a
possibility of responding to the demands of society.

7. Communication ability
The writer can orally present the results of research properly and logically.
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(Evaluation System)
The faculty meeting shall establish a thesis review committee; it shall be comprised of one main
examiner and two or more sub-examiners.
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(Evaluation Method and Items)

After the confirmation that the thesis has been written in accordance with the thesis guidelines,
the thesis review committee shall conduct a final examination by the oral defense (public
presentation), based on the above guidelines.
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Evaluation Criteria for Doctoral Dissertations

Theses must be written by the applicants for a doctorate, and consist primarily of descriptions of
research conducted by themselves. Theses shall have originality, novelty, and demonstrability,
and be significantly logical and of academic value. The authors of theses shall appropriately
evaluate or quote the results of previous and related studies. Theses are evaluated according to
the all following guidelines:
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1. Definition of issues
Clear consciousness of the issues, and the significance and necessity of research to resolve
the issues are stated.

2. Proper treatment of preceding studies and data
In addition to ascertaining and referring to preceding studies and data in the relevant field,
the positioning of research based thereon is clear.

3. Appropriateness of research method
A research method appropriate to the objectives of research is used.

4. Appropriateness and significance of demonstrational process and conclusion
Thrust of argument from setting of issues, analysis, results and consideration is clear and
consistent.

5. Appropriateness of construction, expression and notation of thesis
Use of language and sentence wording is appropriate to an academic thesis.

6. Contribution to academia or society
The thesis has either a certain degree of novelty or originality academically, or has a
possibility of responding to the demands of society.

7. Communication ability
The writer can orally present the results of research properly and logically.
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(Evaluation System)

The faculty meeting shall establish a thesis review committee; which consist of one chief
examiner and two or more assistant examiners. Note that at least one examiner must be chosen
from the field different from the relevant field.
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(Evaluation Method and Items)

After the confirmation that the thesis has been written in accordance with the thesis guidelines,
the thesis review committee shall conduct a final examination by the oral defense (public
presentation), based on the above guidelines.



