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The area-by-area assessment is used to support the determination of whether the dissertation meets the dissertation requirements of the University of Jyväskylä and whether the permission for public examination is granted to the doctoral candidate. The pre-examiners do not present a grade for the dissertation; their task is to evaluate whether permission for public examination is granted or rejected based on the dissertation requirements and evaluation criteria. If they wish, the pre-examiner may also present their view on whether the dissertation is among the best (top 5%) in the field. A summary of the dissertation requirements and the evaluation criteria can be found in the instructions for pre-examiners.
The evaluation form and statement are submitted to the following address: doctoral-dissertations@jyu.fi.

	Name of the doctoral candidate
     

	Title of the dissertation 
     

	Name and affiliation of the pre-examiner
     


Select whether the area being assessed meets the prerequisites for granting permission for public examination:
	1. The basic idea, research design, and problem formulation
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The work is logical and scientifically justified.
· Pass with distinction: The work is exceptionally innovative, based on profound scientific thinking, and significantly renews the research field.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The work is logical and scientifically justified.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	2. Knowledge of the research field
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The work demonstrates sufficient or good knowledge of the topic, as well as critical and coherent treatment of the subject.
· Pass with distinction: The work demonstrates significant expertise and renews or complements prevailing understandings in the field.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The work demonstrates sufficient or good knowledge of the topic, as well as critical and coherent treatment of the subject.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	3. Research methods and data
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: Appropriate methods have been used in the work, and the data is sufficient.
· Pass with distinction: A broad range of methods or a novel approach has been used in the work, and the data is representative or significant.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: Appropriate methods have been used in the work, and the data is sufficient.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	4. Research results and their presentation
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The results of the work address the research questions and either reinforce previous understandings or introduce new observations. The results are presented clearly.
· Pass with distinction: The work includes highly significant new insights or observations. The results are presented coherently.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The results of the work address the research questions and either reinforce previous understandings or introduce new observations. The results are presented clearly.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	5. Discussion and conclusions
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The work is clear and includes sufficient critical comparison of the author’s own and previous research results, well-founded conclusions, and adheres to research ethics.
· Pass with distinction: The work presents an excellent synthesis of the research problem and the author’s strong results point towards further research directions or open up new research areas.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The work is clear and includes sufficient critical comparison of the author’s own and previous research results, well-founded conclusions, and adheres to research ethics.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	6. Structure, coherence and refinement of the dissertation
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The work has a clear structure, clear language, and well-organized content.
· Pass with distinction: The work is flawlessly refined, linguistically of high quality and appropriate for the discipline, and exceptionally well-structured.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The work has a clear structure, clear language, and well-organized content.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	7. Contribution of independent work
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The doctoral candidate plays a key role in the work.
· Pass with distinction: The doctoral candidate plays an exceptionally significant role in the work.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The doctoral candidate plays a key role in the work.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.

	8. [bookmark: _Hlk199843423]Publications (assessed only in article-based dissertations)
· Fail: Does not reach the level required for a Pass.
· Pass: The publications of the work form a logical whole.
· Pass with distinction: The publications of the work form a scientifically high-quality and complementary whole.
☐ Meets at least the following requirement: The publications of the work form a logical whole.
☐ Does not meet the minimum requirement.


Proposal on granting permission for public examination
☐ As pre-examiner, I present that the dissertation I have reviewed meets the dissertation requirements of the University of Jyväskylä and that the doctoral candidate is granted permission to publicly defend the dissertation.
· Justifications must be provided in the written statement below.
☐ As pre-examiner, I present that the dissertation I have reviewed does not meet the dissertation requirements of the University of Jyväskylä and that the doctoral candidate is not granted permission to publicly defend the dissertation.
· Justifications must be provided in the written statement below. 
· If even one of the assessed areas does not meet the prerequisites, the pre-examiner must recommend rejecting the permission for public examination.
· If all assessed areas meet the prerequisites and the pre-examiner recommends rejecting the permission for public examination, they must justify in their written statement below why the dissertation, as a whole, does not meet the requirements.

Proposal on whether the dissertation is among the best in the field
The pre-examiner, if they wish, may present their view on whether the dissertation is among the best (top 5%) in the field.
☐ As pre-examiner, I present that the dissertation I have reviewed is among the best (top 5%) in the field.
· Justifications must be provided in the written statement below.
☐ As pre-examiner, I do not present my view on whether the dissertation is among the best (top 5%) in the field.
PRE-EXAMINATION STATEMENT (recommended length 3–4 pages in total)
Pre-examination statement (recommended length 3–4 pages in total):
	[bookmark: _Hlk194939968]1. The basic idea, research design, and problem formulation
     


2. Knowledge of the research field
     


3. Research methods and data
     


4. Research results and their presentation
     


5. Discussion and conclusions
     


6. Structure, coherence, and refinement of the dissertation
     


7. Contribution of independent work
     


8. Publications (assessed only in article-based dissertations)
     


Pre-examiner’s summary and justifications for the proposal regarding permission for public examination
     





Date:      
Signature (handwritten/electronic):      	
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