Evaluation of the M2 MIAGE Master Thesis 
To ensure consistency in requirements and, eventually, harmonization of the grades, the following points will be taken into consideration when Master Thesis is evaluated: 

· Originality and interest of the tackled problem for a research community 
· Relevance of the selected methodology
· Capacity of a student to reason about the domain in general (knowledge of the background)
· Capacity of a student to reason about other solutions for the same or similar problem in the domain (knowledge of the related works) and to position her solution next to the existing ones, outlining its novelty or added value for a research community.
· Capacity of a student to define and follow a research protocol consistent with the selected methodology and relevant for the identified research questions.
· Capacity of a student to defend his/her solution providing evidences of its validity or at least indicating validating strategies.
· Capacity of a student to discuss advantages and limitations of the proposed solution/answer to a research question and to outline some open issues or questions for the future work. 
· Scientific quality of the delivered manuscript and oral presentation.

The following 3 elements will be examined by a jury in order to deliver a grade: The Master thesis manuscript, The Master thesis presentation during the Defense and the overall work on the project during the year (i.e. project organization and management).

A. Master thesis manuscript is a research document.  Quality of a delivered manuscript will be evaluated according to the accepted norms, research culture and ethics. No plagiarism (intentional or not) will be tolerated. Any uncertainty regarding the authorship of text, figures, or other material presented in the master thesis manuscript will lead to investigation and can be reported to the University Disciplinary committee. 
In particular, the following 7 points provide the ground for the manuscript evaluation: 

	
1. Structure: the thesis is divided into distinct and logical, coherent sections.


	2. Reference and Bibliography quality
- Citations in the text (paraphrasing or quotation) are correctly and systematically used according to a recognized reference system; 
- Bibliography presents complete information of all the source materials used in the manuscript, using one of the recognized reference formats (that remains the same for a given manuscript)


	3. Originality of the problem / research question 
· the thesis clearly describes a research problem of general interest (that can be motivated or not by some practical problem/issue) that partially or entirely can be solved by answering the research question, thereby motivating the choice of the latter.
· the research question (or questions) are clearly formulated in the beginning of the thesis

	Extra points can be attributed if: 
the thesis contributes with significant or original, new ideas, artifacts, products, or services. 


	Extra points can be attributed if: 
the results are of such quality that the thesis could be presented in a scientific workshop or conference


	4. Soundness and validity of the Related works 
a deep and critical discussion is made regarding how the thesis relates to previous academic work. The analysis should cover recent studies that tend to answer the same or similar research question (e.g. related to this work)

	5. Soundness and validity of the chosen Research Methodology 
· the choice of scientific methods and techniques are clearly motivated and explained;
· the research protocol (steps and outcomes for each step) supporting the selected research methodology is defined and followed throughout the project

	Extra points can be attributed if: 
research hypothesis are clearly stated and consistent; they are “validatable” through the selected research protocol and are not “trivial”

	6. Soundness and validity of the result 
· The data collected following the methodology chosen is sufficient and of a fair quality to support the analysis and obtain non-trivial results 
· The analysis of the collected data explicitly validates or refutes the research hypothesis
· The research question or questions formulated in the thesis (see 3.) are explicitly addressed by the analysis and the answer (partial or complete) is provided: the results are of such a magnitude and quality that the research question can be answered.

	               Extra points can be attributed if: 
protocols for validating hypothesis are defined and justified. Threats of validity and mitigation strategies are clearly stated in the manuscript.

	7. Soundness of analysis 
The results are discussed and criticized, providing a clear evaluation of quality for the research artifacts developed. 
Directions for the future work are identified.




B. The oral presentation (AKA Defense) provides a setting for discussion of the results (similar to presentations at the scientific events). Thus, a thesis presentation will be evaluated taken into account the following points:
· A student can comfortably present a subject in a defined time (20 min) 
· A presentation is sufficient to understand and to appreciate the value of: 
· the research problem 
· the selected research methodology
· the collected data and its analysis
· the concluding results and their contribution to the body of scientific knowledge
· A student provides complementary details and clarification (if required) answering the questions of the jury

C. Master Project Management. The following organizational points will be also taken into account:
· Regular work and consistent progress during the year (compared to “last minute” preparation)
· Proactive role of the student and systematic exchanges with a supervisor
· All the deadlines defined by the supervisor were respected
· The master thesis manuscript was submitted for the jury on time (defined in the planning)






