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To the Final Work Assessment Committee
OPPONENT‘S REVIEW 
OF THE FINAL WORK OF MASTER’S STUDIES 

(when studies are  dedicated to prepare for doctoral studies)

….. ……………………    2019
Akademija

Author of the master’s thesis………………………………………………………………………………
Title of the master‘s thesis ……………………………………………………………………………………
Study programme ……………………………………………………………………………………………
Assessment of the final work adequacy for formal requirement 
1. Adequacy of work volume, sufficiency of the scientific and methodological literature, correctness of language style and gramma.
....................................................................….….………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

2. Logical consistency of the work and inter-links between sections……………………………………...……
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

Assessment of the final work quality and its results disclosure 

1. Analiticality, comprehensiveness and validity of theoretical research; originality and novelty of represented ideas, clarity and validity of expressed opinions.

 ...………………………………………………….........................................…………………………………..
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

2. Suitability and sufficiency of the research methods and the correctness of its use
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

3. Density and particularity of empirical research; correctness and validity of obtained results. …………...…………........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................………………….....................
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

4. Scientific and practical meaning of the results

………………………...……...............................................................................................................................
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

5. Definiteness and validity of conclusions

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

Integrated assessment of the final work by criteria 

[image: image1.emf]No. Criteria Points

Weighting 

factor

Weighted 

assessment 

result

1.

The novelty of topic and originality of carried out 

research 

0,1 0,00

2.

Analiticality, comprehensiveness and validity of 

theoretical research; newness and sufficiency of the 

scientific and methodological literature

0,2 0,00

3.

Suitability and sufficiency of the research methods 

and the correctness of its use

0,2 0,00

4.

Validity and particularity of empirical research and 

hypotesis (if there was hypothesized) acceptance as 

well as projection or modeling; correctness and 

validity of obtained results

0,2 0,00

5. Scientific and practical meaning of the results 0,1 0,00

6.

Logical consistency of the work and inter-links 

between sections

0,05 0,00

7.

Definiteness of conclusions, their validity in relation 

to the work author's research findings 

0,1 0,00

9.

Language style and grammar, execution quality of the 

final work 

0,05 0,00

1

0,00 Final evaluation


Final conclusion: The final work .................................... with the established                                                                                                             (complies/does not comply)
requirements to the final work of university master’s studies and may be assessed by ..................................................points, and the author of this final work  .............................................
           (in figures and words)                                                                                                (qualifies/does not qualify)

for the master’s qualification degree in Administration of rural development, Agricultural Business management, Accounting and finance, Agricultural economics, Business Logistics 

                                   (cross out the irrelevant study fields)
    ……………………….. 

………………………………..

                (signature) 

                     (name, surname)
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1.

The novelty of topic and originality of carried out 

research 

0,1 0,00

2.

Analiticality, comprehensiveness and validity of 

theoretical research; newness and sufficiency of the 

scientific and methodological literature

0,2 0,00

3.

Suitability and sufficiency of the research methods 

and the correctness of its use

0,2 0,00

4.

Validity and particularity of empirical research and 

hypotesis (if there was hypothesized) acceptance as 

well as projection or modeling; correctness and 

validity of obtained results

0,2 0,00

5. Scientific and practical meaning of the results 0,1 0,00

6.

Logical consistency of the work and inter-links 

between sections

0,05 0,00

7.

Definiteness of conclusions, their validity in relation 

to the work author's research findings 

0,1 0,00

9.

Language style and grammar, execution quality of the 

final work 

0,05 0,00

1

0,00 Final evaluation
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		No.		Criteria		Points		Weighting factor		Weighted assessment result

		1.		The novelty of topic and originality of carried out research				0.1		0.00

		2.		Analiticality, comprehensiveness and validity of theoretical research; newness and sufficiency of the scientific and methodological literature				0.2		0.00

		3.		Suitability and sufficiency of the research methods and the correctness of its use				0.2		0.00

		4.		Validity and particularity of empirical research and hypotesis (if there was hypothesized) acceptance as well as projection or modeling; correctness and validity of obtained results				0.2		0.00

		5.		Scientific and practical meaning of the results				0.1		0.00

		6.		Logical consistency of the work and inter-links between sections				0.05		0.00

		7.		Definiteness of conclusions, their validity in relation to the work author's research findings				0.1		0.00

		9.		Language style and grammar, execution quality of the final work				0.05		0.00

		Final evaluation						1		0.00
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