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Doctoral education in Health and Welfare with a focus on evidence-based practice with a degree in Care Sciences 
						

Instructions for the examining committee's preliminary examination of a doctoral thesis

The following questions are essential for deciding whether a thesis meets the set quality requirements. The members of the examining committee should individually express whether they think that the papers meet the questions as set out below, whether they do not meet the questions or if there is some doubt that the questions have been met. Coordinators for the pre-screening are proposed by the principal supervisor. The members of the examining committee notify the coordinator of the examining committee of their views. The examining committee then jointly comes up with a recommendation that is compiled and sent to the director of studies for the doctoral education. The coordinator is responsible for obtaining the members' views and for compiling the recommendation, which must be received by the director of studies within 10 working days. 

A positive statement at the preliminary examination does not mean that the thesis will be approved at the public defense. The response to the review means that the doctoral student's scientific work is of such quality and scope that it can be defended at a public defense.
The assessment is based on:
· [bookmark: _Hlk216423065]The doctoral student's summary of the doctoral thesis, including a complete list of the papers in the compilation thesis and a description of his or her own contributions as an author of the papers (1–1.5 pages).
· [bookmark: _Hlk216423135]The supervisor's statement on the doctoral student regarding the doctoral student's contribution, independence, development and fulfilment of the general learning outcomes, as well as an account of what ethical permits exist for the various sub-studies (including reference numbers) and that the permits cover the research carried out in the thesis work, or state the reason why ethical permission is not necessary, in both cases with reference to the individual study plan (1–1.5 pages).
· The papers included in the thesis, i.e. published articles or manuscripts.
If desired, other documents (e.g. ethics applications) can be obtained from the principal supervisor

Preliminary examination for the public defense of a doctoral degree
· Is the doctoral student's contribution of such scope and quality, as one should expect from a 4-year doctoral education?
· Is the material examined appropriately selected and of sufficient scope?
· Are the research and analysis methods relevant to the research question?
· Are any ethical considerations described and addressed in articles and manuscripts?
· Are the conclusions drawn by the author scientifically substantiated?
· Does the author demonstrate scientific rigor in the introduction and discussion?
· Are unaccepted papers considered to meet reasonable requirements for admission to publication in an international scientific peer-reviewed journal?

Doctoral student:
Title of the thesis:
Planned date of public defence:

The overall motivation of the examining committee:







|_| Recommends a dissertation

|_| Recommends that the public defence be postponed	



Place, date _______________________


________________________________		________________________________

Signature of the coordinator of the examining committee	Name clarification
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