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For Ph.D. Synopsis Evaluation

To Reviewers(s):

(1) Mark corrections directly on the synopses using ink, and write comments on separate sheet (s) if needed.

(2) Please send review / evaluation report within 2 weeks.

SECTION I
	Reviewer’s name
	

	Postal address
	

	Contact number(s)
	

	E-mail address
	

	Title of synopsis
	

	Date on which synopsis sent to Reviewer
	

	Date on which synopsis received from Reviewer
	


SECTION II


COMMENTS OF REVIEWER
	Composition of Synopsis
	Please answer the following

	Title of research
	Does the title of this synopsis clearly reflect its content?
	· Satisfactory
· Needs changes, e.g…..

	Objectives
	Are the objectives clear and appropriate in view of the subject matter?
	· Satisfactory

· Needs elaboration

	Introduction
	Does the introduction include;

i. A brief statement of the problem that justifies doing the work it is based?

ii. The findings of others that will be further developed or challenged?

iii. An explanation of the general approach and objectives by which the question is to be examined?
	· Appropriate
· Needs elaboration

· Needs more details

	Literature Reviewed
	i. Explain whether the review relates to previous findings, in support, contradiction, or simply as added data?

ii. Does the literature reviewed have a direct relationship to earlier work in the field?
	· Excellent 

· Good 

· Fair

· Poor

	Research Methodology
	The proposed methodology and experimental design are appropriate in view of the objectives?

Number of treatments included
Parameters/Data to be recorded

Statistical analysis

	· Adequate

· Needs elaboration

· Needs standardization
· Adequate

· Needs elaboration

· Needs standardization

· Standard

· Needs standardization

· Satisfactory

· Needs elaboration

	Bibliography / References
	Are the references recent and adequate?
	· Excellent 

· Good 

· Fair

· Poor

	Overall Presentation
	Language

Typographical error

Units / Abbreviations / Nomenclature 

Style / Format

Originality


	· Acceptable

· Needs minor/major/ spelling corrections 

· Needs rewriting/restyling

· Minor/Major

· None

· Standard
· Needs standardization
· Imperfect
· Satisfactory
· Excellent 

· Good 

· Fair

· Poor

	Recommendation
	· Approved as such

· Requires minor corrections
· Requires moderate revision

· Requires major revision


SECTION III: ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

Please add additional comments (if any):
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

____________________________

Signature of Reviewer
Reviewer Report








