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

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

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

Assessment of the quality of dissemination of the final thesis and its results 
1. Comprehensiveness of description of the economic or social phenomenon, situation / justification of the need for the innovative product, authenticity of the author’s ideas, clarity and reasonability of the approach ...............................................................................………………………………………………………….......
…………………………………………………………………………………………………..………………

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

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

2. Clarity of the logical scheme of the research for addressing the practical issue, appropriateness, sufficiency, and correctness of application of the research methods used …………….................................
…………………………………………………………………………………………………..………………

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

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
3. Comprehensiveness of the empirical study, correctness and reliability of the research results generated.......................................................................................................................................................... …………………………………………………………………………………………………..………………

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

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

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

4. Scientific and practical value of the thesis results…………………..……....................................................

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

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

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

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

5. Concreteness and reasonability of conclusions………….............………………...……................................
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
6. Question(s) for scientific discussion

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

Integrated assessment of the final thesis by criteria 

[image: image1.emf]1.
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		No.		Criteria		Score		Weight coef.		Weighted assessment

		1.		Novelty of the topic, authenticity of the research conducted		9		0.1		0.90

		2.		Comprehensiveness of description of the economic or social phenomenon, situation / Justification of the need for the innovative product		9		0.2		1.80

		3.		Clarity of the logical scheme of the research for addressing the practical issue,  appropriateness, sufficiency, and correctness of application of the research methods used		9		0.2		1.80

		4.		Comprehensiveness of the empirical study, correctness and reliability of the research results generated		9		0.2		1.80

		5.		Scientific and practical value of the research results		9		0.05		0.45

		6.		Logical consistency of presentation of the information and interconnectedness between thesis sections		9		0.05		0.45

		7.		Concreteness, reasonability of conclusions		9		0.1		0.90

		8.		Novelty and sufficiency of scientific and other references		9		0.05		0.45

		9.		Linguistic style and grammar		9		0.05		0.45

		Final assessment						1		9.00
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